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QVI NON CREDIT 

CONDEMNABITVR 

MARC. i<rj 



o a 

A difcourCc prouing, that a man who beleeueth in 

the Trinity, the Incarnation, the Paifion &c. 

& yet beleeueth not all other inferiourar* 

ticks of Chriftian fayth,cannot beiaued. 

AND 

Confeqmntly, that both the tatholth, and thtPrott* 
fimtt(fctwg tbeonemceffarilyveametbtmefaytb) 
cannot be fated s 

fatten by William Smith, Pneft* 




He that befeemth net, fludbe condemned. M*tt~. i€i 
Without&ythitissrRpg/Eblrtopkafc God, #&>!• 

AT $. OMERS 
For loha Hdgharaywitb jKgniifiGPb Anno ite|« 




THE EPISTLE 

DEDICATORY TO THE 

JLE A DI Z, 



JS& Ood R eadcr, fuch ire the lamentable times, wher- 
^||g in we Jiuc , as that they not only bring forth men, 
Z& who wi ch great contention, and heat of dispute » 
j**^ do vndcrrake to maintaine parti culer Errours , di- 
^ redly repugnant to the Scripture, and the iudge- 
ment of Chrift his Church ; but alfo , they affoard 
fomc others who (as if wickednes would ftriue to taife it felfe to 
its higheft pitch; arc nor afraid ro emertaine all Religions with 
fuch acoldindittcsency, as that they would, that faluation may 
be obtayned in any R eligio j fo that the profeflburs therof do bc- 
Jieuein the Trinity, the Incarnation, & other fuch fundamental 
poinrsofChrifb'anity, whether they be Papifts, Proteftants, A» 
nabaprifta, Browniltsorany other of thefc later Se&s: They 
heereup on further do teach, that we aTe not obliged ( vnder the 
paine of any fpiriruall lofle ) to embrace any one of thefe Religi- 
ons before another, fcornefully traducing in their conceiprs all 
others, who exaft a more ftriA and articulate beliefe ofour 
Chriflian myfteries : which later kind of men is far more daun- 
gerousand hurrfulJ, then the former j flnce thole out of a pre- 
pofterouszealc(thcirvnderftanding being blinded and mi/in- 
formed) do only def: nde faifhoods for verityes, fo running them- 
felues vpon that rocke of Tertullian : JJarefis eft yrohat anon crede- 
re, not ptobataprafumcre . it is the propriety of Herefy , not to leleette 
points frourd, and to pre fume or take forgraunted, things not prcued* 
Whereas thefe A diapbor ttf s (whofc fecret pulfe doth indeed beat€ 
Vpon Atheifjne) difdaime from ail neceifity of truth, iuftifyinge 

A a the 
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the defc nee of erreurs cucn rnder the title of errours , and hou!» 
ding only ?hit one mainecontrouerfy in Chriftian Religion, to 
wit,thatin Chriftian Religion there are no maine controuerfies. 
Againft thefe ambidexter Protcftants (Co to call them) who draw 
their foules perdition in the ropes of a fupine and carelex fecurity, 
I hauc thought good to Yndergo the wryting ofthislhortenm- 
ing Treatife . The fubieA of which difcourfc I find molt neceffa- 
ryeuen from my owne experience, who for the fpace of thirty 
yeares andaboue (with infinite thankes to God) liaue beenc a 
Pridlofthe Catholike Roman Church, during which longe 
compaJTe of tyme,I haue dealt with many foulcshcrein Englad ^ 
and haue found infinite of them openly prdefling ProtefUncy , 
yet inwardly perfwaded (as is aboue touched) that men of moil 
contrary fayths(fo thatingroifc they beleeue in Chriit) may be 
faued- asiffaluationwcre a Center, indifferently extending its 
Hues, to the circumference of all Religions : yea diuers of thefe 
men were not afhamed toconteli with me in the open defence of 
this wicked opinion jandfortifying thcmfelues principally with 
this followingreafor*. 

2 - God (fey they) h nioffKncrcifufl, and" therrbre it would 
be much repugnant to his infinite mercy, to damme for alleter- 
nity,anymaBthatbeJciuethi»him, and in Icfus Chriit, as hie 
Redeemer; fo that withalihe fcrbeare dooing of all wrongCj, 
but Icade a vertuous (or at leaft, a moral!) lyfc, though in other 
articles oflefle importance he may erre . To this I anfweare* 
With the Apoftie . (a) O Aititudo &tziti#r*ntf*fitnii& &[ctchU£ Deil 
{*J K«n. Gods iudgmentj arc infcrutablcj, and to be admired, not to be 
f£* 1 ** ©uercuriouflypricdinto. I fit was his diuinc pleasure, for many 
ages to make choyce only of the Icwiihe Nation (avery hand- 
ful to the whole earth) for his elected people, and to fuffer all the 
left of the world (generaly (peaking) to iy drowned 1 n I doiatry, 
and therefore to be damned .And if alfo after our Sauiours la- 
carnation, he vouchafed not, for the fpace of many ages, to en- 
tighten whole Countreys with the Ghofpel of Chrift, but per- 
mitted them tocontinuc(to their foulej eternall perditio)in their 
former Idolatry & HeatheruTme; yea fuffering euen to this very 
«by (andhowicuigyet after, his diuincMaicfty only knoweth ) 

diuex*. 
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dhiersYaftCountreyestoperfeuerein their forefaid Infidelity, 
if (I fay) this proceeding in God is belt liking to himfelfc , and 
chat for the fame he cannot be truly chardged with Iniuftice or 
cruelty , feeing he gaue them fufficientmeanes of faluatio by the 
law of Nature^and did not withdraw from them grace fufhcicnr 
leaning them thereby without excufe . Then muchlefle can any 
man expoflulate God of iniuftice or want of mercy (for his diuine 
goodncs is nothing but iuftice and mercy itfelfe) ifhefuffer men 
to perilhs etemally,and damne them for want ofan entire, com* 
pleate, and perfit faithe in alt the articles of Christianity j efpeci- 
allyin thefc times,when no Chriftian can pretend for excufe any 
inuinci ble ignorance in matters of faithe, by rcafon that the true 
articles of Chriftian Religion, are fufficiently propounded and 
diuulgedby Gods Church, to all ChriftiaiBwhatfoeuer; there- 
fore touching Gods fecrct iudgements and difpofalci heerein, wt /yjc a h - 9 
Will conclude with (b) Efay : Deus iudicij Dominur. 

3 . This then being thus, from hence it appeareth, how much 
the Proteitantj wronge the Catholikes in charging them with 
Want of charity, for houldingthat Proteftant* ^yingProteftants, 
cannot be faued,wheras on the contrary part.diuers learned Pro- 
tectants do (fay they) graunt the hope offaluation to Catholikes 
or P apilts, dying Papiits. To this we reply, that here is no want 
of Charity, but rather a Sirafbica.il and burning Charity; for what 
greater charity can there be, then (feeing it is an-indifputabie ve- 
rity, that men dying in a talfe dc heretical! faith cannot be faired) 
to premonifhe and forwarne withall convenient fedulity & cn- 
deauoux, ef fortune , importune , their Chriftian Brethren offo 
great a daunger, as the perdition of their foules commeth vnto t 
Noe, the foules interminable and endleswealeorwoe, is not 4 
matter of eomplcment,tfut fo for ceremony fake it is to be forbor> 
lie to be inculcated and often fpoaken of , efpecially where th« 
moft ccrtanie truth of the matter infiftcd v pon, & the charira* 
bleconfcienccofthefpeaker, do warrant the difcourfe. And if 
Catholikes mod be accompted vncharitable for thefe their admo* 
nirions, then by the fame reafon they mud infimulate the Apoft- /a j>. ^ 
Je of the faid fault of want of Charity, who («) feuerely chargeth */ 
£s to fly the company and fociery ofan Hererikej and whoran- lt q-y^i 
Aj £«hj, 
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geth (d) fchifmes and hereiies among thofc finnes, the worker* 

(i) Gall . w herof shal not obtained he kingdom of God.But to returne more 

€"}•<■ <r particuIerlytothefubieAofthis Treatife: Ihaue thought good 

Rom . 14. j gutjtjg j t w j t h the words of our Sauiour: Quinsncndtt, condem- 

t . M nabitur • (e) He that belemeth not, shalbe condemned ; as being a fen- 

6 art ' tcnce » which beft forteth to the matter here handled, and which 

indcede really (though brcifly) inuolueth in it felfe the truth 

here difcuircd. The fourfc, from whence this Libcrtinifme be- 

lcife did take its firft emanation and flowing, is the contempt of 

the authority of the Catholike Church : for thus reafoneth our 

Newtralift in Doctrine . 

4. BothPapislsasidProteflautsdoeagrtein beleiuing the Trinity,' 
the incarnation, tbt Pasfum&c-but they mainly dijftnt touchnig Purgato- 
ry y Praying t* S amity freewill, the faenfice of the Maffe, Juftif cation 
(ire. therfor* I will embrace And follow that doctrine (meaning the dotlrm 
if the Trinity, the Incarnation, Pafsion &e. andhould it neteffary tofal- 
uation, in which all fides doe agree . But fince the diffentions and difagree- 
tnents in Religion, are of tht fefeconiary &Uffep met fall feints, to wit, 
Purgatory, fraying t» Sjimts&c. and (bice it » impossible, that both tht 
Papiii and Prttefiant , should teach truly in the [aid articles, {for they 
teach mure contrary doctrines tbcrin.) And further feeing 1 haue no mors 
reaftn to btlieue the me fide then the otheriand it is impossible for me to bc~ 
lime both ) therfore my refolution is ( contemning the authority 0} Ccds 
Church in its definitions of theft articles ) peremptorily tofiand to neither, 
but tf ill hold the doctrine of Purgatory , Praying to Saints, anda'J c:htr 
controuer ted points of fay th at this day , beiwene Papists andPro.'tfiants. 
•matters meerly ofindiffercncy,aiid of that nature, di that neythcr tbctrm 
Korfalfe beletfe of them, can tyther further or hinder a mans fdualieii * 
Thus difputeth our Newtralift. And thus whikft he wilbe of all 
RcIigions,he wilbe of no Religion . Then which ( as if Religi- 
on were only, butanintentionalhandno real! name or word) 
what can be inuented more impious and Atheillical ink felfe, 
morerepugnaht to_facred fcripturer, more erode to the pra&ice of 
all antiquity, and (as herafterftulbe piQued) moreaducrfc roall 
naturall reafon?-fo dangerons it is for a C hriftian once to difmem- 
ber hinuelfe by pcrtmacy ofiudgmetfromthe Church of Chrilr* 
andfomily is verified of fuch a man, that fentenceofOputuJ 

DeftrtA 
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T>tfttU (TjmAttt Cathohca impufilij, dumforas txcurrunt frfefefatant [JJ^f I 
& errando rcbeWes abfcedunt.Our mother the Catbohkg Church being tnse C ^^ a J" 
forfaken,her wicked children do got out and depart from her, and thus 
being become Rebelis through erring, do hjfdeihtmfelues : Thus we Sec , 
how thefe all reconciling Omnifidians, doe carry themfclue?, 
who through the pretended immenfity of their pretended cha- 
rity (forfooth) can promifc faluations to al Religions, and who 
feeke to introduce a peace into Gods Churchfby compounding al 
controuer/ies of faith ) farre more dangerous, then are the wanes 
& contentions ofHcretikes. 

5. Now feeing all f uch men make no more accompt of df- 
uerfity of Religions, then orhers doe of wearing fu its ofapparrel 
of different coulours j and feeing by fuch their lukewamencs in. 
matters offaithe, they feeme to be all Laodiceans, therfore wee 
may afure our felues, that the commination and threat denoun- 
ced ag;dnft the Church of Laodicea regiftred by the (g) Euange- aj jpoc <, 
lid iha.ll ( without finall repentance) fall vpon them : Becaufe thou ca * : ^ . 
art luketparme , and neither colde, nor hot, 1 will vomit thee out of my 
mouth. But (good Reader} as vnwiliing to tranfgrelFe theaccu- 
ftomed limits of a preface, I willdctaine thee noe longer; only I 
Jiaue thought good 10 put thee in mind ( and fo to end) with the 
fentence and ludgment of Saint Auguftine paflcd vpon the Pela- 
gians ( as for fomc delibation and tail of the fubiect herafier han- 
dled} who belecued in the Trinity, in Chriil, andhisPaffion, 
were men of moral and honeft conuerfation - 3 yet for houldiug 
that only by the force of nature, without the auiftaunce of Gods 
grace,amanwasabletoexercifevertuc and flye vice, (a point 
110 more fundamental! the mod of the controucrfies betweene 
the Catho likes and the Proteftants ) they arc regiftred for H ere- 
iikes by the laide S. Auguftine, & confequently no t to be in ftate 
of Saluation : his words (h) are thefe : N« tales funt Pelagian't, 
quos facile contemnat, fed continents viuenttt, atq; in bonis eperibus la*- ft) fyfe 
dabilts - y neefalfum Cbriftum, fed vnum return equalemq-, fatri & cteter liQ ' f 17, 
Mm, veratiterq; IwmtnemfAClum, & ventjfe credentti,& venturumex- 
feilantes:fedtamenignorantetDei iuilttiam, fuam cofiituere rolentes » 
Mtretttifunt. In English thus : Neither are the Pelagians fuch men, as 
mtsaflj 10 (it contemn d for tbej doc hutmtinentlj 9 and art laudable 
""" f» 
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fttthttrgMitfinkft. Ylty fuitUi it lelieue, not iudfalfe Chr'tft, tot 
in out true Cbriftwho it tquaU&toiterndllmtb bis father, MidwbotPM 
truly mtdttMn, Tbey belccut, that btisallrtddycomtt and they exfeSt 
kittibertdfttr toomt;yetbec4ufetbty 4ft igntrtnt of the iufttct ofGod 
djtd would nuke itthiitttetitiufliu, (meaning, becaufe they taught 
it might be obtained by their ownc naturall force) thirfore they at$ 
Herettkes. Thus farre Sainft Auguftinc, with whome I end y le*. 
uing thee (Good Reader) to the deliberate and ftudious perufaJUl 
ofthefeenfuingleaucs,and intrcaringmoft earneftiy thepraier* 
of all good CatholiJcesfor thcremiflioii ofmyrnanifouldaiid ia~ 
finite nnnes, and for an happy houre of the difibiutior* of my oukS 
and decajed body. 



Towfodes 'toell-lpishinifrknd 

William Smsth. 
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QVI NON CREDIT 

CONDEMNABITVR 
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That a man j vfbo belieuethin the Trinity ■, the Incar* 

nation f the Pajlion 4s?c. andyet beleeutth not all o~ 

thtr articles of Chrifiian Faiths cannot bejaued, 

Andfirfi of the definition of Her ejy and an 

Htrctikt . 

CHAP. I. 

SWI® E f o re we come ( Good Reader) to 
W'jM difouzc parncujcrly o/ the. fubiedt of 
|$|y^ this dilcour(e,I heuld re xno/l conueni- 
te^&G* enr, in place of a ihort Prolegomenon^ 
or Pref ace, to prefixe and fet downc , the true de- 
finition ot Her ejy, or zi\ Beretike $ iince this me- 
thod wil giue light to the whole cniuingTreatifc f 
and wil beft mamfeft, what opinions be Herelies, 
and what men Hcretikcs } and coniecpently ( fee- 
ing heiciy Is incompatible with laluauon, & can- 

B not 
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not ftand with the purchase of heauen) will d<s- 
monftr&e. that not-any one Religion profeffinge 
the name of Chrifti'ans, chough it maintained! 
butonehereiy, can iuftly promifc toitlelfe, the 
hope of ialu a don or eternal! life . Well then He- 
rejy t or Herejs (as we tearme it in latincjis a greek 
word, iigmfymg as much as Rkttio, Eleil/on or 
^<?jw,commingof thegreekc Verb a/reo, in latin 
Eli go, to i/iw/e or make choice of . So as this word 
flcrefisy originally and primatmcly,fgmf yeth ele- 
ction or choice (as m faydj in gencrail j yet becau- 
fc they, who demdc thcmielues by niaintayning 
falic opinions from the Church of Chrift, doe 
make choyce of thefc their new opinions, and lb 
therby do feparatc themfelucs fioni the Church i 
therefore this word H#rejis (loolingits former ge- 
nerall ligniricationj is restrained by theApofUes s 
and the ancient Fathers , through an Ecclcfiafti- 
call vfe and acceptance ( which courfe we finde 
honldcn in diners ether wordes , as the wordes 
Apqftolus, Chrijius y Baptifma^ and many other now 
taken by the Church in a iecondary accept! o) to 
fignify any falfc and new opinion, ox Religion 5 
of which a man makcth choyce, and pertixiaci- 
on fly defendeth it againft the Church of God • & 
the maintainours thereof 3 are commonly ftiHcdi 

Hcredkcs. 



Qtti non credit, condemnabitur r f 

Hcrctikes . Thus Herefy ( in its true and Ecclefi- 
afticall definition ) is any falfe opinion touchingc 
fayth and Religion, contumacioufly defended a- 
gainft God, and his Church . This definition ( I 
meanc in taking the word H<crefis and H*reticus f 
in this reftrained fenfe ) is warranted by the Apo- 
RlC) by the ancient Fathers . And laftly ( to omit 
the like acknowledgement of the Catholikes ) by 
the learned Protectants ,By the Apoftle; for thus 
we find him to fay : There muH be Herejies among 
you, that they ~%>hich are approuedamongyou, may be 
knoivne i c Cor. 1 1 . As alfb : A man that is an Hereti- 
ke y after thefirfi andf'econd admonition, auoide. Tit. 3„ 
And finally : Thofcwhich hereof the herefy of the 
S adduces > laid hands ^vpon the Jpoflks w A£b , 5. 

2 . By the ancient Fathers . For S. Hierome 
in cap. 3 .ad Tic. (hewing the difference between 
herefy andfchiimc, thus defineth herefy : H#refis 
eU y qua peruerfwn dogma habtt . Herefy is tbatTvhicb 
containeth a perutrfe and froivard opinion . And S . 
Auguftine in like manner hb» defide i^fimbolo cap, 
10. defineth herefy in thefe wordes : Htretiofmt, 
qui dc Deofaljafentiendojidcm <violant: Hentikes are 
thofe^ho do njiolatt their fayth by hotddingfalfe 0- 
pinions touching God. By the Proteftants : for to 
name one or two among msmy > M,Ormero4(^ 

hz moft 
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inoft forward Proteftanc ) thus defineth an Here- 
tike ; He is an Heretikc , who fo faarueth from the 
"Svholefbme dottrine, as contemning the iudgment of God 
and the Church 9 perfsieth in his opiAion y Dialog, i . 
with whome confpireth -O. Couell, faying : Hereti- 
kes are they f "ftho direclly gaine-fayfome article of our 
fay th. Exam, p, ipo. 

5» Now out of this former definition ofhe- 
rdy, i am to premoniih thee good Reader of two 
points, firftj thateuery herefy is maintained with 
©bftinacy againft the Church of God, and ther- 
rore the maintainours thereof arc fayd by the A- 
poltle, that they ypent out of<vs, 1 . loan, i . that is, 
out of Gods Church 5 and for the fame realbn the 
Apoftle pronounceth an Heretike to be condem- 
ned by his owne iudgment. Tit.}, becaufe-he pre- 
ferred! his iudgment before the iudgment of the 
whole Church ; from which consideration it fol- 
loweth, that what man Ibeucr houldeth any erro- 
neous opinion touching fay th t and being aduer- 
tiled thereof by Gods Church, and not yealding 
his iudgment in all humility therte, is thereby 
become an Heretikc. And fuch is the ftateof 
Catholikcs and Protectants , iince the one doth 
cuer reciprocally charge and condemne the other 

with faKe doctrine, & therfbreieeing the chuxch 

f 
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of Chrift mull be with one of them, it followeth , 
that the other not fubmitting their iudgments to 
it, arc proclaimed thereby Here tikes . And thus 
it may fbmetimes fall out, that the fiift inuentor 
of a falfe opinion may be no Heretike, as maintai- 
ning it before it be condemned by the church j 
whereas the Profeilors of it, after its condemna- 
tion, are become Hcrctikcs, according to that of 
Vincentius Lyrinenfis , in his worthy booke againft 
the prophanc innouation of the hcrefyes of his 
tyme . O admirable change of thinges^ the authors of 
one and thejame opinion are tUeemtd Cathohkes ; and 
their folkmtrs Heretikes ! Thus we fee that pertina- 
city of iudgmcnt,doth confumate an Herefie . 

4 . The fecond is, that the aforcfayd defini- 
tion of herefy ( being the oniy true definition,and 
acknowledged for fuch by all fides ) is not reftray- 
ncd , eythcr in it fclfc, or by the meaning of the 
Apoftle ( as by his wordes fet downe in the ncx* 
chapter following, may more eafify appearc ) on. 
ly to the moft pnncipall and ( as they arc called ) 
fundamental! points of chriitian fay th, as of the 
Trinity, the Incarnation of Chnfl , his Paffion , 
the Decalogue and the articles of the creed, but 
it is extended in its owne Nature ( confidcring to 
Logicke the definition, and the thing defined, 
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onght to be of an equall latitude or lardgnes ) to 
any erroneous opinion whatlbcuer, frowardly de- 
fended by a man, and gainfoyed by theCnurch of 
God : So as, it is as perfit an Herefy (and thebc- 
leeuers therof are as true Hcrctiks ) to deny, that 
there is a Purgatory, or to deny Freewill, Prayer 
to Saints, the doctrine of Indulgences, the nece£ 
fity of Baptifmc, or any other article approued by 
theCatholikc Church (granting the doctrine of 
the Catholikes jn thefe articles to be true) as to 
deny the Trinity, the Incarnation of Chnft, his 
Death or Paflion Sec . And a man ihalbc afweli 
damned jn hell for denying thele former,, as tor 
thefe other,- though the denyali of theie later, do 
exceed the other in maliice ; iince the Hcreiics of 
them arc more wicked 6c biafphemous. And thus 
much touching the definition of Hereiic, or an 
Hererikc, which being iuftly premiied , we will 
now come to the maiae controuerile handled in 
this Ticatifc . 

That 
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That euery Cbriftianjbough bekemng in the Trinity 

the Incarnation t the Pajsion l$c. cannot befaued 

m bis <r»ne Rehgion^prouedfrom bolyfcripture. 

CHAP. II. 

^y Ow then to begin to fortify & warrant this 
H vndoubted truth , that cucry Chriilian, 
though belciuing in the Trinity &c*cannot be fa- 
iled in his ownc Religion, I will drawe my firil 
kinde of proofes, from the (acred wordes of holy 
feripture . And thefe teftimonies i halbc of three 
forts . One concerning Heretikes/which texts are 
not reftrained to any particuler Herefies, but de- 
liuered of Hereiie in gene rail . The iccond bran- 
che of authorityes snail touch Heretikcs eucn for 
ccrtame particuler Herefies, dirTcicnt from deny- 
ing the Trinity, the Incarnation of our Sauiour, 
the P&fijon,, and other like principal! and funda- 
mental! points & articles of Chiiftian Religion . 
The third fhali contaiac thencceflfity of faiths 
without any reftriction 3 to the points or articles 9 
which are m he belcmed . 

2 . And firft to begin with the forlc, we rcade 
ithe (a) Apoltie thus to fpeake of an Hexetik in ge- (a) ipfi, 
acralh ^*»w» ? that ism Hcrctike,ifiertbtJixftor adT,u P 
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fecond admonition auoyd, knowing that hejbat is fitch, 
tsjitbuerted, andfinneth. f being condemned by his o'Pone 
judgment. Where the Apoftlc commaundeth vs to 
auoid an Heretik, which he would not haue done, 
if the fayd Herctike had beene in ftate of faluati- 
on: the Apoftle further adding this reafon,in that 
ffaith he ) fuch a man ( as being a pcrtinatious 8c 
willfull Here tike) is condemned by his owne pro- 
per iudgment : that is, becaufe he aduanceth his 
owne iudgement, aboue the iudgment of Gods 
Church, and becaufe he ncedeth not that publike 
condemnation of the Church, which vpon other 
offenders by way of exeomunication is inflicted . 
The Apoftie in 2. Ibejf. cap. 3. coniureth ( as it 
were ) in the name of Chrift, chat all ihould auoid 
ail falte beiieuers,in theie words: W« denounce -unt& 
you^Brethren^n the name of our Lord lejits Chtrftjbat 
you yoithdrayoyourj elites from euery Brother -Walking 
inordinately j and not according to the tradition , ychicb 
they bau&receauedof<7j S . This place coricemeth 
£uth and doctrine (as the whole chapter ihewech) 
but if thefe men here to be efchewed were in ftate 
of faluation, they ought not then to be efchewed: 
Againcthis text cannot haue reference tothofe 3 
who. deny the Trinity, the incarnation, and Paf- 
fian, feeing the iknicrs of thefe high articles, are 
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ncrt Brethren in Chrift ; and yet the Apoftle fly* 
lech them Brethren , whome he here reprehen- 
ded! . 

3. Againe, the ApofHe in another place thus , fc> Ep; ~- 
rorewarnech : Tbe(b)"%>orkesoftbefleshbemamfeft t a c*u c 
*>»hicb are fowl catwn t nj nckanes t impurity or dijjtn- «P-5* 
tions^ jtcis life They which doe thefe things y shall not. 
obtains the. kingdoms cf God : Where wee feekex- 
prefT* mention made of Seels, and that maintai- 
nors of any fecrs in opinion of faith ( much. 
more of any Hereiie. which is eucr aucrred with 
greater contumacy and frowardnes, and with ne~ 
giect of the Churches authority fhallnot enter 
into the kingdome of heau en : from which Te- 
flimonies we may further conclude , that as one 
only act of fornication, barreth a man from the 
kingdome of God, (0 alio one Hereue excluded? 
him from the fame . 

4. A fourth pb.-c t-s thir f dpfire (c)you Brethren (<) %/L 
to marks thm^ that. make- dfjihttwm andjcanddlls con- ad Kw '?* 
trary 10 the doctrine, yoktch von ham learned , and amid 
xhern-jorjuch do not f true Chriil' our Lord:But iffuch 
men be to be auoided, and doc not /erue Chrirt, 
then no doubt they continuing in that flate, can* 
not be faucd. Againc 1 . Tim, 1 . the Apoftle fpea- 
kcth of ceiuinc men, and faith of them., chat Q*«- 
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(Qi> rt - 4am circa (d)fdem naufragauerunt : Certaine mm 
' made skipswacke about the faith . Where the Apoftlc 
vfeth the metaphor of shipvrackt , therby to ex- 
prefle more fully, that Heretikcs once falling out 
of the /hippe of Chnfts churche, are caft into the 
fca of eternall damnation . To conclude , the E- 
uangelift Saint lohn (peaketh of all Heretikcs in 
generall, not embracing the doctrine of Chriffc 
(within which all fecondary cjiieftions of chriftian 
Religion arc contained ) in this fort : If any man 

\t.zAo- CQme ^ rvntoyoujtind bring not the dottrmt ofChrijl, 
rectaut him not into your boufe^norfay, Godfaueyoti 
imto him . But a man is bound in charitv to fuf- 
fcr any one, who is in £Ute of (aluation y to come 
into his houfe , and to falucc him, or fay : God 
faue him* 

J . Now what can be replyed againft thefe 
former Texts? it cannot be fayd, that they are 
meant only offuch Heretikes,as deny the myi!:e- 
ryes of the Trinity, the Incarnation of Chrift d 
his PalTion, and fuch like fupreme and cardinal! 
points of Chriitian Religion : this (I fay ) cannot 
be auerrcd for thefe reafons following . Firft, be- 
caufe tho(e, who in the Apoftles tymes, denyed 
thefe principall points of Christianity , could not 
be truely tearmed Heretike? (jeeing he is truely 

an 
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anHcrctikc, who was once a member of Chrifts 
church by fay th, but after ceafcth to be thereof) 
no more then all the Iewes or Gcntils could not 
be accounted or ftyled Heretikes, becaufethey 
neuer bcleeucd the fbrefayd myfteryes of chriftia- 
nity . Secondly by reafbn, that according to the 
former definition of Herefy or Heretikes aboue 
fct downe, the former Texts haue a necelfary re* 
ference, to ail Herefy and heretikes whatfoeucr, 
whether chefubiect. of the fayd falfc opinion be 
fmaii cr great . Thirdly , becaufe that in the for- 
mer Texts of Scnoture. there is no reilriclion of 
the word H<ereticus or Harefs , to the chiefe or hi- 
gher! points of Chriftian Religion, but it is ex- 
tended to ali kind of Heretikes or Herefies what- 
(beuer, euen by the Apoitlc without exception* 
who ( no d oubt ) if he had vndcrftood Hercfycs t 
or Herctiks only in the greatei! points (at leaft in 
Come one Text or other, among (b many ) would 
accordingly haue reftrayned his wordes, only to 
thole kind of Heretikes • and the rather feeing the 
deny all o(- thoie great points only (not of others } 
do in our Libertines opinion, make the denyers 
thereof Heretikes. But not to leauc the leaft mow 
of refuge or euafion heerin, I will produce fome 
paifagete of holy Scripture, in which the mainte- 
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nours.of particuier errours,euen in leiler points j 
then the higheft articles of Chriilianiry , arc cen* 
fured by Chrifts ApoftleSj to be depriued of eter- 
nal! (aluation . 

tf . And firil we find S.Paul thus to prophe- 
(j) i . (y .In (f) the later times certame shal depart from the 
Tiw.f.4. fayth, attending to fpirits of err our ^ and doftrme of 
Diuells^ for bidding to mary. y and to abjhiintfrom mea* 
te$ . Meerc the Apoftie propheiieth ( according to 
„.i B Ti-" the indgment of eg) Saint Chryfoifome , (h> Am- 
mot. brofe 5 . W Hierome,,and S „ 00 Anguftine ) of the 
to*/ "m» Herctikes, Eucrauces, Marcionifts, Ebioniits, &. 
(i) Lib. fuch.like ? who denyed Macrimony, as a thing al» 
eoHtuie- together. vnlawfuiL and prohibited abfoluuy at ai 
(!C Her. tymes, and the eating or ccrtainc meates, as crca- 
^%. & tures impure: Now theic Heretikcs beiieucd m 
* p " the Trinity 3 and might in the Incarnation, Sec • 
andyeteuenfor thefc two former Here fics tou- 
ching mariagc, and eating of meates, and not for 
ihe Trinity> or incarnation,, they are iayd by the 
Apoftle to depatte from the fay th of Chriit 3 and 
to attend to the doctrine of Diuels , But inch , as 
lcaue the foyth of Chrift., and attend to the do- 
ctrine of Diuels, are not irj jiate of faluarion , Ira 
my judgement this one authority alone is fathci* 
mUQQxtctthiQii chisi ^haniafy-^^Br JSfewtra* 
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fiits i fince the wordes arc diuinc fcripture,the he- 
le lies reprehended no fundamentall points ofRc- 
ligion 5 but of as little or lelTer conference, then 
ihe Controuernes bctweene the Cathoiikes and 
the Proteftants - } and yet the mam tamers of them 
are accounted to depart from the faith of Chrifl , 
and to attend to the doctrine of Diucls. 

7 . A fecond place shalbc that of the former 
Apoftle, who writing of ccrtainc Heretiks erring 
touching the Refurreeho of the body, fayth thus; 
Thetr SJheachfpreadeth like a Canker , of fvhome is (.') i.tu 
Hymevuus andPhiktus^ Tcho ham erred from the 1 "**'*' 
truth 7 faying that the Refurreftion is already paft, and 
baitefubuerud the fayth of feme , Thefc men bclcc- 
oed all the myiteryc* of the Trinity, Incarnation 
Sec. (feeing otherwise the Apoftfc would haue re* 
prehended them for want or beliefe therein, as for 
the article of the Rcfurrecuon ) yet for erring on- 
ly touching the rcfurrc&ion of the body, they arc 
fayd to erre from the truth, to lubucrt the fayth 
of fome : and that, as a Canker neuer icaucth the 
body, till by little and little it waiteth it away • fo 
their fpeaches hy degrees, poyfon and kill the 
foulcsofthe hearers. From which it euidently 
fblloweth, that thefe Herctikcs continuing and 
dying lathefofe&yd herefy, coaldcot bcfaued 5 
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fince that fayth, which erreth from the truth,ahd 
which fubuerteth the true fayth of others, and 
which in killing and deftroying the fouie, refem* 
bleth a Canker, cannot afford faluation to its 
Proieflbrs . 

8 . Another pafTage , which heere I will vrge, 
is that of S . lohn, who calleth certaine Heretiks, 
^ t § Antt-Chnfis , faying : No"%> ( m ) there are become many 
i»*n.t.i. Anti-Chrifis t "who Toent out of<vs t but Tvere not of<vs$ 
for if they bad beene of<us y they bad remaynedyrith 
ijs. Thefe Here tikes belicued m the Trinity , in 
the Incarnation of Chnfr. , chat he dyed for the 
Valuation of the whole world, oniy they erred toa« 
ching the pcrfon and natures or Chrilt, and yet 
they arc figuraciuciy ity.'cd Ann-Cbrifis , and arc 
fayd to departe out of the church of Chnft . But 
no faluation is referuedfor Anci-cnr;its, 6c facfa 
as departe from the Church of God . Ana thus 
much out of Gods holy writ cxprcfly couchingc 
Hcretikcs in general, and in particukr. 

o . To thefe Texts 1 will adioyne ^though 
not immediatly and dirccUy ranged vndct the 
former head )a plaiee in S .Peter m my iudgmcnt 
moil yxianfwerable, and by neceilary inference e- 
ut#ing the point heere vndcrtaken . The place is 
rhofe wcrdes jn the. ? ; jpftliu ef&Pjaer, ca^^ t 

where 
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Where he fay th thus: IntheEptstksofPaulittreari 
art amt tbingts hard to be ijnderstood^bicb vbt -x>n^ 
learned and<~uns~tabk do peruert 'vnto their cr&ns de- 
flruttion . Now here I thus argue.But thefe things 
hard to be vnderftood in S . Pauls cpiftle , do not 
concern e the dodbrine of the Trinity , the incar- 
nation, the Paflion &c. and yet the mifvndcr- 
ftanding ofthem doth canfe (as the Text fay th ) 
the deltrnclion , that is, the damnation of thefc , 
who mifundcrftand them^ therefore farrc leiTer 
points j then the denyall of the Trinity , the In- 
carnation, the Paflion &c. doe iuftly threaten to 
the falfe belieuers ofthem, damnation • and con- 
iecjuently that a barebeliefe of thofc fupremc 
points, are not only neceffary to falnation. 

io a That thole difficulties in S . Pauls epift- 
Its, intimated by Same! Peter, doe not concern c 
the Trinity, the Incarnation, the Paffion, &c. 1 
prouc feucrall wayes : firll becaufc S . Peter ma- 
Keth no fuch mention, which no doubt he would 
haue done, if the fubicdt ofthem had touched on- 
ly thofc fupremc rnyfterics,and were not to be ex- 
tended {o other inferiour points. 

1 1 . Secondly it is acknowledged by the 
commentaries and writings of all the fathers ( be- 
sides that the cpiftles themjeiues Tnowe no leiTe ) 
" " " ~ "" that 



Z4 Qui m» credit, condemnahitw '\ 

that Saint Paul is moftcuident and clear e in all 
his cpiftles touching the Trinity, the Inc arnatio, 
the Paflion &c. and thcrfbre there is no reafon, 
why the difficultycs in them fhouldbeap plied to 
thofe articles,muchleiTe retrained to them alone, 
i z * Thirdly, the Fathers do vnderftand thoic 
difficukyes in Saint Pauls epiftles inhnuatcd by 
Saint Peter ,• cheifiy touching luftification; as ap- 
peareth by the teilimony cuen of S^Augujlme. him* 
fclfe in his booke: dejide & ' openbuslw. iz. who par 
ticuleriy inftanccth in that place s . Cor. 3. If any 
man butlde <~vj>on this foundation 3 goldejduer <&c. 
Which Text treatech of lultiftcanon, and works, 
(«) £*• and expreflely faith ("•> that this is one of the dit« 
tle'tilus* fi CL dt parages intended and meant by Saint Pe- 
cAp. 15. tcr . With whome Saint Hierome may feemc wel 
** l6 ' to agree, who in chofe wordes, Epiltola ad Roma- 
no) Ep/fJ. nos : Nmijs (°J obfcwiiimbus imoluta eft. Intimated* 
AiA\g4- no l e {T c _. for it is found,that ths epiitic to -the Ro- 
8. & in mans raoft intrcaccth of I .irhfication and of raitfo 
erf . 4<t and W orkes • Fourthly and laftly, the Protefbmts 
themCelues doe vndcrlland the (aid obfeuritics of 
Sain t Pauls epiftles touching Iuftification , as ap- 
peared (to omit the, tcftimouies of all others her- 
in ) from the wordes and comment of M . Doctor 
Fulke agamft the Rhciryiis Teltament vpon the 
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forefaid place of S.Peter: and thus far of this text; 
where we find by an ineui table deduction, that a 
faUe faith, touching luitification only canoe ftand 
with faluation . 

1 3. The fame is prouedfrom the definition and 
propriety of faith . In this place we will take in to 
our conhderatioiVjthe dermition of fayth fct down 
by S . Paul ^ fccondly the dignity 6c worth of faith 
much celebrated by diuers of the Apofttes - t third- 
ly, the inseparable propriety of fayth , which is 
vnicyi for [o doth the Scripture delineate and def- 
cribe fayth : from all which it will ineuitably fol- 
low , that die fayth, which laueth man, is not to 
bereitrayned only to die Trinity, the Incarnati° 
•on, and other iuch fublime points of Chnftian 
Religion^' though in other points it be erroneous) 
But is expended to all other pointes whatfocuer, 
which the Church of God propoundeth to be be- 
lie ucd . 

.'4 . And to bcginnc with the definition of 
fayth guica oy the Apoltle, he the definech fayth 
tn us : Fayth (?) is the jubfance of t hinges to be hoped (p) rich . 
for., the argument of thinges not appearing : The fenfc ca *' l ! " 
whereof is this : firft that fayth through an infal- 
lible certainty caufeth thofc thinges to fubfiil;,and 
hsac a being in the mind of man > which thinges 

J> arc 
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are yet to come, being but hoped and looked -for: 
fecondly , that fay th caufeth the vnderftanding to 
giuc aflent to thole points, which it vnderftandeth 
not , acknowledging them to be more certaine > 
then any thinges whatfoeuer, according to thofc 
wordes of S. Thomas : Mnho magts (so hemo certior 
eft de eo, quod audiuit a Deo, qui f alii- mnpoteit, quam 
('*•; s I' de eo^quod ijidet propria rat wne f qiuf alii potcft . N ow 
heere (I truft) no man will deny, but the Apoitle 
defineth that fay th of a Chriftian, which iauetli 
him . This being grauntcd(foi to deny it, were 
both impious in the denyer,and moll iniurious to 
thcApoilleJ we are to remember, die nature of 
cuery true definition let downe by the Logitians, 
to wit (as is aboue mentioned ) that the thing de- 
fined, and the dehnition.be of one and the fame 
extent and latitude - lb as whadbeuer is compre- 
hended vnder the definition, the fame is alio con- 
tayned vnder the ching defined . This then being 
prefuppoied by force of all reaibn (for Logickc is 
but an arnficiail and feruiceable handmayd vnto 
reafon) we find that this definition of fayth com- 
prifeth in kfelfe^notonly the doctrine of the In- 
carnation , the Trinity, and the like, and this not 
articulately, but only by way of deduction ; but 
alio it contaynedi alfecondary points of Religio^ 

feeing 
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feeing the former definition doth predicate , or 
may be fayd,of all the fayd fecondary <Sc lefle prirw 
eipall points of Religion, controuerted betweenc 
Chriftians at any tyme . 

1 5 . Therfore the thing hcere defined, which 
is the fauing fayth of a Christian, is in like fort to 
extend it felfc to all the fayd fecondary pointes of 
Religion, how indifferent fbeuer they fceme in 
mans iudgment » This inference is fo demonftra- 
tiue (being taken from the former definition of 
fayth ) as that the Apoftlehimfelfe presently after 
the former wordes, beginning to inftance in the 
feuerall obiecxs of fayth ( among diners other ex- 
amples ) fettcth downe, thar to belieuc Noas flood 
or the deluge of the world by water for finne, is an 
article offayth : for thus he &yth : By fayth Noah 
baumg receautd an anfirtrt comcrmng thoje 1 'hinges , 
"tohicb asyet ytere nolftene > fearing, framed the Arke 
for the fauing of his houje . 

1 6. But to proceed further j if the articles of the 
Trinity, the Incarnation and the like, be the on- 
ly eflentiall points of a true Ghriftian fayth , it is 
more then wounderfull, that the ApoltJe vnder- 
taking to let downs the true definition of an auai- 
leable fayth, and exemplifying it, in feuerallob- 
ic&s , fhould whoiely and filently omit the fayd 

D z articles 
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articles of the Trinity, Incarnation, Paffion, &c. 
he in that chapter not expreflely /peaking one 
word of them v And thus much touching the defi- 
nition of fayth giuen by the Apoftle: from which 
definition we conclude, that who fecketh to hauc 
a true fayth neceffary to faJuation* ,- (beffdesthe 
myfteryesofthe Trinity, the incarnation 8cc.) 
muftbelieuc diners other dogmaticall articles ot 
Chriitian Religion. And therefore anfwearably 
heer-to, weafllire our fellies, that when our Sani- 
es Mure our fayd : He (<D that bdeeuetb not, shaibt condemned. 
i6 ' He did {peak of the belicukrg (at leaft implicitly/ 
of the whole corp$ of Chnftian fayth and doctri- 
ne, and not on ly of any one parr thrrcot .- lor i'o 
in this4at:er manner it would be both faile & ab- 
fiird. In like fort where our Bleffcd Sauiour in the 
fame chapter fayth to his Apoftles: Preacbe the 
Gbofpdl to all Creatures . He did vnderftand the 
whole Ghofpell - which contayneth many other 
points befides the Trinity, Incarnation ., Paffion 3 
Sec. 

1 7 . In this next place tve will de/cend to thofc 
paffages of ho{y Scripture 3 which do much mag- 
nify the efficacy ^afi^vertiiesoffiv'th. And accor- 
; / .;.; W4n " dmgly hereunto we nW hU-faydiHe ( r ) tbatbe- 
heuetb and is baptized, shdfefaued, ha be that btke» 
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uethmt shalbe condemned . Againe oar Sauiour fayd 
$othe blind men, praying to receauexheir fight ; 
According^) toyour fayth, benrruntoynw. And fur- r ± M 
ther : Without (t) fayth it is impofsible topleafe God . \ . 
And more : Our fayth is the '-victory, yphicb ouerco- 
mth the world . i Joan .1.5. Now in thefc & many ^ . U ' 
other iuch texts ,fbr breuity omitted, 1 demaund 
what fayth is vnderftood or meant? If it be anfwe- 
red a- true, en tyre, and perfect fayth , belieuing al 
points of Chnitian Religion proposed by Gods 
Church , it is true , and that which 1 feeke heerc 
to proue :- if an vnperfcdfc and mungrill fay th,be- 
lecuing ibmc point of Chriftian Religion, and re- 
iedtin g others; and ib an erroneous rayth, being 
partly falfc and partly true, I fay, it can nencr de- 
icrue theie prayies giuen by the Euangeliils, and 
Apoftlcs.neither can it oroduce fiich lupernaturai 
effects aboue fpecifyed, no more then darkenes 
can produce iight $ iince Truth himfclfe hath 
taught vs , thatv-*) y»e cannot gather figges ofthornes , (*0 z «* • 
nor grapes of bushes. 

1 8. Now in this third place, we will touch 
that infeparable attribute of true Chriftian fayth, 
which is vnity in -fayth and doctrine. This marke 
Is Co indjiibkibly annexed to the txuc fayth of 
Chrift, as that we find his Apoilles euer ready 

D 3 raoft 
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mofl fcriouily,to inculcate the fame to their 6\C- 

ciples . Thus accordingly the Apoftle exhorteth 

?. E? " thcEphefians, faying : Beyou ( x ) careful to keep the 
ijnity ofthejptrit, in the bond of peace * And imme- 

y^kdiately againe: There ( z ) is one JLord y one fayth , one 
Baptifme. Where we fee dhatvnity in fayth is ex- 

... , „ preiTely fct downc. As alto m another place: I 

r . bejeecb i^)you > tbatyou alljpeake one thing : beeyou 
kmttogeather in one mind^and one mdgment : and as 
this was the exhortauo of the Apoftle, to we read 
that the firft belieucrs followed the fame , of who 
S . Luke . Acts c. 4. thus fayth ; The multitude, that 

(V) Ram . belcuedftoere of one hart {? 'one Joule. And bece it pro- 
ceedeth,that the Church of Cbrift ( which com- 
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*imh to p re hendeth the profeffours of this vnanimous 
fayth ) is ftyied by Gods holy writ to be, one 0>) bo- 
te) Atlu. jy^ onc Jpoiifg f and one jiocke ofsbeep ? a truth lb e- 
ton.Jria. uident, as that (befidcs the frequent tdtimonyes 
chrjfop. of( c ) confirming the fame ) cucn the Piotcitants 
tut ho. ^° fubferibe in judgment hereunto . For thus Lu- 
10. tber himfelfe (to omit others ) wntteth * A (>"> king 
pflfaipt. d° me deuidedm it f elf e, shall ttcfjland 7 neytber bane 
ireluuts any Heretikes at any tyme beene ouercotne by force or 
'" - 1 r'o 5 J u k tl hyj butbymutuall dijfentwn ■ neyther doth Chrifi 
^.vittte. fight ivith them otbencayesjbtn ^ith afpirit ofgiddi - 
m ffti ? • nts an£ i difazreement , 

1$. iSow 
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ip . Now then this vnity of fay th is Co to be 
vnderftood, as that it is not repugnant therto , 
that one and the fame point /hould at one tyme 
not be houlden, as ncceflarily to be beleeued,thc 
which, after it hath vndergonc a definitiue and 
fententionall decree of Gods Church , is nccefla- 
rily to be belieued : as for example, it was not 
necelfary in the beginning of Chriftianity to be- 
leeue, that the booke of the Machabces, the Epi- 
ftle of S . lames, S . Iude, the fecond epiftle of S „ 
Peter, the 2 . and 3. of S . Iohn, to be Canonicall 
Scripture, till they were defined fo to be by the 
third Conncell of Carthage, Can. 47. atwhich S . 
Augnjiine was prefent. But after this Councell had 
by the afliftance of the holy Ghoft, defined them 
to be Canonicall, then it was, and is hercfy to de- 
ny them to be Cononical. And thereafon of this 
disparity is, becanfe it is Gods good pleafiire and 
wifedome, not to reueale to his Church al articles 
of fay th in the beginning and at one tyme, but at 
feuerall tymes, and vpon feuerall occafions, as to 
his diuine maiefty hell (eemeth expedient . Thus 
the fayth of a Chrilrian is capable of dilatation , 
andof amorelardge vnroulding or expofition., 
but not of any contrariety in beljefe, change , or 
alteration . And thus ( to infill in the former ex- 
ample} 
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ample^itmay-wellftandwith Chriftian fayth in 
the beginning, not to accept the former bookes 
for eanonicaliy till the authority of the - Charche 
had pronounced them for fueh.; but it ftandeth 
norwith true fayth, that one man fhould pofiti- 
ueiy beleeue 'ss an article of fayth, that the Ma- 
chaoees and the reft of the bookes aboue fpecify- 
cd are not canonical Scripture, but the propbanc 
writtinges of man . And another man fhould at 
the fame tyme beleeue , as an article of fayth, that 
they are canonicall Scripture j fince the one of 
thefe contrary beliefes, muft be Heretical. 

2.0. This verity then of the vnity of fayth , 
being warranted by the word, both of God, and 
man, as is aboue fayd, we will take into our confe- 
deration, the Catholike, and Protcftants Religi- 
ons , all who ioyncly da profeile to beleeue in ge- 
nerall, in the Trinity, in Chnflhis- Incarnation , 
his Paflion, and the -Greed of the Apoftlcs-and 
fi> wefliall difcemc, whetherthe fayth of all thefe 
feaerall profeffors, jdoth inioy rhe forefayd marke 
of vnity in doctrine or no. But feeing this fubiecT: 
i&moframple.andiardge,I will therefore (epole 
this eri fain g Chapter, for the more full and exadfc 
difcouery of the many and grease difagrcements 
betweene Cadnolikes and the Proteftants in their 

fayth 
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fayth and Religion . 

T he fame proued from ~9oant of<vmty in Fayth between 
Catholikes and ProteJiants > touching the Articles of 
the Creed : and from that , that the Catholike fc? 
Proteflant do agree in the belief e ofdiuers ar- 
ticles necejfanly to be beleeued, and jet not 
exprejfed in the Creede . 

chap; iiii. 

VNdcrtaking in this place to fet downe , the 
multiplicity of dodrines betweene Catho- 
likes and Protectants, though they allioyntly be- 
leeuc in the Trinity, the Incarnation of Chrift , 
his Pailion, and the likej& confecpently to /how, 
that this their generall beliefe, wantcth that true 
vnity of fayth, which out of the holy Scriptures, 
Fathers , 8c the Protcftants I haue aboue fTiowed, 
to be moll: nccelTary to faluation . I will firft exa- 
mine, how the Catholikes and the Proteftants , 
do differ touching their beliefe of the creed, made 
by the Apoftles . Next I will demonftrate , that 
fuppofing all Profeffors of both Religions, fliould 
agree in the true fence and meaning of the creed; 
yet there are diuers other dogmaticall points, ne- 
ceiTarily to be beleeucd, (& arc at this inftant be- 

E lecued 
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lceued both by Proteftants and Carholiks) which 
are not exprcflcd or mentioned in the Creed at al; 
or by any immediate inference to be drawne from 
thence . Laftly I will fet downe the great differen- 
ce betweenc Catholikes and Proteltants in other 
points of fay th^of which the Creed maketh no in- 
timation or mention at all, and yet the beliefe of 
them is houlden necefTary to faiuation, both by 
Catholike and Proteftant ; from all which it fhall 
appearc, howfardiftanc the Catholike and Prote- 
ftant Religion are from that vnity in doctrine, Co 
ncceilarily required to that fayth , whereby a 
Chriftian is to be faued . 

2 . I do heere begin with the Apoftles creed, 
firfl: becaufe the articles of the Trinity,the Incar- 
tion, the Paflion &c. arc included in the creedc ; 
Secondly, by reafon there are many Adiaphorifis 
in Religion fas I m?y tearmc them) who fceme to 
dcale more lardgly and liberally hcerein, feeinge 
they are content to extend the necefTary obiect of 
fayth, not only to the articles of the Trinity , the 
Incarnation , and Paflion , but to all pointes fee 
downe in the creed, who afTnrc thcmfclues , that 
God cxacteth not at our hands the beliefe of any 
other articles , then what arc contained in the 
creed , Now heerc aforehand we are to conceaue t 

""" " "" that 
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that true fayth refteth in that true fenfe and mea- 
ning of the wordes of the Creed, which was inten- 
ded by the Apoftles, and not in the wordes them- 
felues, feeingboth in the iudgmenit ©fall learnt 
Catholikes and Proteftants, to beleeue the words 
of the creed, in a fenfe different from the intended 
fenfe of the Apoftles ( and confequently in. a falfe 
fenfe) is no better, then not to beleeue at all: And 
the reafon hecreof is, becaufe a falfe conftruction 
drawnefrom the crcede ( no lefle then from the 
Scripture,) is not the word of God, but the word 
of man, and consequently the layd letter of the 
creed, Co intcrpreted,is fubiccl to the fame cenfix- 
re, where unto the word of man is lyable ; from 
whence it fbllowcth,that whofoeuer bclieueth the 
wordes of the creed in another fenfe, then was in- 
tended by the holy Ghoft, and the Apoftlcs,doth 
not beleeue the creed at all, but only beleeueth 
the worde of man, which euer ftandeth fubiecl to 
errour and miftaking . So as the fentence of Saint 
Hicrome deliuered only of the Scripture, may 
iuftly be applyedof the creed : Scripturs W non in aiiauiH 
legendo y Jed in intelhgendo confishmt . The Scriptur* mm . 
(or Creed) doth not conjijl in the. letter ', but in tbejenfe , 
and true a>nderftanding of the letter . 

3 . This then being truly prefuppofed , let 

£2 vs 
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vs begin to examine the articles of the creed, and 
fee how we Catholiks and Proteftants do differ in 
theconftruclionandvnderftanding thereof. And 
firft touching the firft article of our Belief e in God^ 
obferue how different it is. The Catholiks do be- 
lecue, that their God no way cooperateth or wil- 
lech finne in man j that he hath but one fimple 8c 
exprefled will touching finne, Sc this in detcfting 
and hating of it,- that he will not punifii vs for not 
keeping of fiich precepts, the which is not in our 
power to keepe - that he imputetfr finnes to euery 
man, that committeth finne • briefly that he gi- 
inbudtf- ™ ct h to all men, ordinary and fufficient grace to 
fly ofpo fauc their foules, and defireth } that all men may 
fi£™~ be faued; whereas the Proteftants belecue the 
202 . meere cotrary to al thefc points : for they belecue 
^"ai^ tnat tnc ^ r ^°d (bJ cooperateth, force th, and wil- 
tbe wie- leth a man to finne ^ that he hath a double ( c ) wil, 
ked will ^ anc j therefore a diflembling will) the one expret 
thrfe to f^d in Scripture, according to which he forbideth 
kji dm- man to finne j the other concealed to himfelfe, by 
Izui'Jii' tnc which he impelleth man to finne ,• that he will 
«st»m.t punifh C^vs tranfgreffing the ten commandmets, 
*TTz" i £not ^ e inginourpowerto keepe the faydcom- 
3 <j 5 . mandementSj- 

cdu'tn mflst.l.z. c. j%.fe8. i . (c) luthertm- 2. Wittemburg. decaf. Bahil.foU 
74 ', D . VVhitakerus dt Ecilef. com. Belt, controuerfiai. queft. 5. fag. 201. (4) 
Rtjnoldiiittiisi. conclusion annextd tohis conference . fag. 6yj» 
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imndemcnts; that to the C e ) faythfull finning ne- ^ Lutk 
uer To wickedly no finne shalbe imputed. Finally, toma 2 . 
that to certaine (0 men, he giueth not fuflkient ^"2* 
meanes of faluation, but purpofcth and decreeth Batyi fri 
from all eternity 3 that fome men (lyuing in the 74- & 
eye of the world, and in their owne confeience Tt fr.f>ra. 
neuer Co vertuouflyj shalbe damned and caft into 
fempiternall perdition . Thus we fee how great a i„fi lt .i.^ 
difference there is betweene the Catholikes and '• 23. 
Proteftants , in bclceuing the firft article of the JJJJ'^' 
creede, and how incuitably it followeth , that cy- dune ra- 
ther the Catholiks or proteftants,do ftand fubicft^'J' 
and obnoxious to that faying of S. AugujYine queU. i,u c'om> 
2p.Jup. Iqfue. who imagincth God fuch, as God is "^ & 
not, he carryeth euery where another God, to wit ,/ M * a ,* 
a falfe God in his mind . ™ n & ** 

4. Touching the 2 . article , which is, And /«£', n 
lefus Chrifi bis only Sonne : wee (g) Catholikes be- tertame 
lieueinChrift,whoisGodofGod , andcqualljSS 
with his Father • aSauiour, who fufrred death mothers 
( quoad fufficentiam ) for all mankind, and who ac- 



jpombe, 
SeeD, 



complifhcd the functio of his Sauiourihip , only WiUet's 
according to his humanity 5 a Sauiour who dyed frHpfip- 
only in body , and not in fbule - finally a Sauiour , frmng " 
who from his firft conception was endued with all 1he fi»*e. 
knowledge, wifedome,& prouidence, and exempt Tri^'. 

E 3 from 
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■vv/jjuiL- f ro m all ignorance , paflion and perturbation • 
tUlpint wheras the Proteftants doe belieue in Chrift, as 
oityditead their Sauiour , who according to their fayth , is 

g linm 1 ' God of (h) him - felfc and fi) inferiour to the Father, 
poofe who dyed only for the 00 elect ,* who performed 
thereof , j^ s me di at ion not only according to his humani- 
t in. ty > butalfo according to his (Odiuinity ( though 
(*) Mela. i n tnc iudgment of all learned men, true diuinity 
'emJdit. ls impaflibie ) who in the time of his Palfion, be- 
if6x .p. fides the death of the body ( as infufficient for our 
wiSS" &Iuation ) fuffred in foule the ( m ) torments of hel: 
htsfynofi briefly, who laboured with C n ) ignorance, paflion, 
E^V ant * eucn defycrttion it feife. 
780. as 5. Touching the article of Chrifts defending 
4jo cd- i nt0 fon^ tnc Gatholikes doe belieue hereby , that 
no.* in Chrift defcended in foule after his paffion , into 
whole tnat p art f hdl f ^'hkh is called Ijmbus Patrum, 
%ut\i. to deliuer from thence the foules of the iuft there 
fupra & detayned , till his comming : of which iudgement 
f»i\5 af e a ^° f° me Icarncd(°JPiotcftatSi but the greateft 
inpt. 1. 1 part of Proteftants doe interpret this article, of 
'•* 6 -fff Chrift defcending into his(p)graue , foe by the 
d. ww- word 

tak.- cont.Duraam l.$ -p .5 5 6.(nr> Bex.a in refpon- ad acta Colloquij Moiitisb. part. 
i.p<(j>. 147. D. Willet in bis fjrnopftsp. 599. eir 600. D. Sutlijfe in bis reucu of D. 
KeUifons furu.iy printed 1606. p. 55. (0) D. Bilfon in \ns furuay of Chrisis 
fufferings and defcent to bell p. 6 5 o. <% 1 . 6<j2.a»dtbe I utberans are generally of 
ibefewcpnton . (0) D . V/iUct ht hmfon:eifi;x. D. Fulkefo aUead^edbrVVtllet in 
jjnopfi pag, 605. 606, 
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tyorde hell : vnderftanding the graue : but ft)Cal- /• » ^ 
uin teacheth, that by Chrifts descending into hell 2. iujtit '. 
is vnderftoode , that Chrift apprehended God to "'• l6 ' 
be mod angry and offended with him for our fa- 
kes, and that thervpon Chrift fuffred great anxie- 
ty and gricfe of foule - y and which is more , moil 
blafphemoufly Caluin teacheth, that Chrift vtte- 
red "words of deipcration in faying : my God , Tvby 
hafi thou forfakz 'me? Touching the article of Chrifts 
afcending into heauen, weCathoIikes and the Cal- 
uinifts doe belieue hereby , that Chrift truly in(r)z«/&: 
bodyafcended vp into heauen; wheras (0 Luthe- lie fc"- 
ram doc teach , that Chrifts body is in all places , mim tom . 
with the diuinity j and that therefore it did not 1 /; 1 ' 2 - 
really after his paflion , afcend vp into heauen , it „ e Z' Ui 
being there both before & after his patfion ; thus quod 
the Lutherans both in ours and the Proteftants f u h " t ^ 
judgments doe deftroy by this their conftruction, manitate 
the whole creede , and particulerly Chrifts incar- & . TW ft 
nation ,natiuity, paflion , death , afcending into Bunuus 
heauen, and his comming to iudgment ; feeing , ™ A piog. 
fuppofing Chrifts body to be in all places , allp"-^* 
thefe articles were but apparantly or phantaftical- ittynau 
ly , and not truly or really performed. ^tmf^' 

<S- Touching the article of Chrifts iudging the andfitul- 

mticke and dead : wee Catholikes doe beleeue , that l J b J d i 

chrift"*"" 
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(,) ou Chrift at his comming toiudgment, willfo iudge 

T.^zl man > as c ^ at *" s § ooc * workcs , receauing all their 
bucct. m force from our Sauiours paflion, flialbc rewarded; 
**? "^ whereas the Proteftants, denying all I s ) merit of 
uA.bcs* workes ( as injurious and derogatory to his death 
zumgii. an( j p a ffion ) do hould , that Chrift mall then re- 
ol'berPro- ward only a bare and (0 fpeciall fay th. 
tenants . y . Concerning the Article : J belieue in 

*Antd. tht Hol y GboH ' w n erc as all Catholikes and many 
concti . proteftants do beleeue,that the Holy Ghoft is the 
l T j* e t *'_ third perfon in the moft Blcfted Trinity. Caluin 
us m ex- (howfoeuer he was perfuaded of the truth or fal- 
^■^"•shood therof ) much lamentcth nocwithftanding, 

Trtd. and \ \ r r i r i 

mo n „- to auoyd the force or arguments drawne trom the 
tber pro- chicfeft places of Scripture, and vfually alleadged 
tej am . ^ ^ Antiquity in proofe of the holy Ghoft, be- 
00 mjt . ing the third perfon in the Trinity .Thus we find 

L (l'?< II tnat ^ '^ ww xvn ^ not nauc ' contrary to all An- 
tiquity ) that paftage of Scripture Pfalm . 33 By 
(x) see t h e word of the Lord, the htauens were made , and all 
fubua *- tb'^ofl of them by thefpirit of his mouthy to be vnder- 
gainjtthe ftood of the diuinity of the holy Ghoft . In like 
buna's fort he reiec"teth the argument W drawne from 
a Prote that other moft remarkable Text, 1. loan. 5. There 
^caium l ^ f bree y that glut teftimony inHeanen, the Father, the 
ludaizZs VFord t and the holy Ghqfl, and thefe three be one . 

Caluin 
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Caluin vpon this place thus faying (therby to take 
away from thence the proofe of the Holy Ghoft ) 
Qvtpd dvcit tres ejje t vnum i ad ejfentiam nonrefertur , Lut ^ 
fid ad confenfumpotius . Finally , Luther was fo farre i~ ctntr* 
from acknowledging the Holy Ghoft, to be thc'££j 
third pcrfon in the Trinity, or to acknowledge tcmoz . 
the Trinity it felfe, that thus he writteth: Anma^"^*. 
mea adit hoc <verbum y homoufion, <vel confubftantialis . ,///<> anM 
My <very Joule doth hate the "Veorde , homoufion y or con- 1552* 
Substantial. (/) c<>»- 

8 . Concerning the article ; 1 beleeue the holy ftjf. Aug. 
Cathohke Church . The Catholikes do beleeue this J*£ u 
to be a vifible company of me profe/Ting the pre- decoid' 
fent Roman Cathohke fayth , of which (bme arc l f f & c tc .~ 
predeiiinated, others reprobated . The Protc flats /. 4 . ttt ji, 
do belieue this Church to cOnfift only of the elcd: c-i-^-z. 
and (y) predeftinated. ^ f* l ~ 

o . Touching the article : The Communion of m n. c. 5. 
Saints . The Catholikes do heereby beleeue, fuch ♦ 6 ; C ' H ' 
a communion to be betweene the Saints in Hea- resceut. 
uen, the foules in Purgatory, & men vpon earth, *■**• *- 
that the one part doth helpc the other with their ^t/*" 
mod auaileable prayers, and in terce (lions . The Brmtm 
Proteftants deny all fuch intercourfe of benefitcs %£$£. 
betweene thefe feucrall partes of the Church jofhrg. e. 
Chrift, accounting^) the Catholike doarine ^* 

F heerin 
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hcerein fupcrftitious and focrilegious . 

to . Laftly touching the article o^Forgiuettes 

offinnes, we Catholikes do beleeue,that this rcmif- 

lion of finnes is performed , when the foule by a 

true and inhercn t iuftice, and by infu/ed guifts of 

God,enioycth a rcnouation of her felfe , and ther- 

by becommeth truly iuft in the fight of God : the 

Proteftants difallowmg all inherent iuftice, doc 

(*)£«»- only acknowledge an jmputatiuc ( a ) iuftice or 

mtiusin rightcoufnes , which confiileth in that the iuC- 

Gmii. ti cc of Chrift: isfas they teachjonly imputed vnto 

mi.o;- iinners $fo as wee remaine ftill finners , though 

Tnftit *'r ^ nncs DC not imputed vnto vs through the iu- 
si. fticeof Chrift : a doctrine moft iniurious to the 
mod meritorious paflion and death of Chrift. 
Thus haue wee runne oucr the articles of the 
crecde , from whence wee collect , that feeing ( as 
is aboue intimated ) he only belieueth anaileably 
Sc truly the creede,who belieueth it in that fence , 
in which the Apoftles did wry te it, & feeing there 
are meere different or rather contrary conltrndti- 
ons of each article giuen by the Catholikes and 
Proteftants, fo that if that conftruction of theCa- 
tholiks be true, it followeth neceffarily that the o- 
therof the Proteftants bcfalfe , or contrarywifc* 
We may therefore ineuitably conclude , that it is 

not 
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notfufficient to faluation for any one to (ay , thac 
he belicueth the crcede , who belieueth the words 
of it in generall, without reftrayning them to any 
peculier conftru&ion giucn cythcr by the Catho- 
likes or Proteftants , except he belieuc it in thac 
«>nc particulcr fence (and none other ) which was 
intended by the holy Ghoft , when it was firft fra- 
med by the Apoftlcs . 

1 1 . Now in this next place,we are to demon- 
Urate, that graunting for a tyme, by an Bypotefa 
or fuppo/all, that a man did beleeue the articles of 
the creed in their true ienie or construction , yet 
followcthitnot,that this beliefe C though it be 
ncceilary ) were fufheient alone for a man toob- 
tainc his faluation thereby 5 and the rcafon hecrof 
is, becaufe it k moft certaine, that there arc diucrs 
points of Ghriftian Religion, houlden ncceflarily 
to be beleeued in the iudgment both of Catholi- 
lces and Proteftants ( Sc accordingly are beleeued 
ioyntly both by Catholikes and Proteftants ) and 
yet the fayd points are not contayncd or cxprefled 
in the Creed . Among others, I will infift in thefc 
following. 

12. Firft, That there are certaine diuineTwy* 
tinges of infallible authority y penned by the holy Ghofl y 
.tvhicb Tve commonly call t the Scriptures of the oulde & 
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new Teftament, of which Testament we find nomentio 
in the Creed , andyet all men are bound <-vnderpayne 
of damnation to beleeue, that fuch wry tinges there arc. 
Jtnceothcrwayesiabftraelingfrom the authority of the 
Church) there were notfujjiaent meanes left to beleeue , 
that it were afmne to breake any of the ten Commande- 
mnts, or (which is more) that Chrfit lefus was the true 
Sauiour of the world . 

1 3 . Secondly, That there arefpirituallfubftan- 
ces } which We call ? Angels, which now enioy the tnojl 
happy fight of God y and that many thoufands of them y 
did fall prefently after their creation f and are become 
thofe malignant ff>irits 9 which 'vfmlly are tearmed Di- 
Hells . 

1 4 . Tlii rcJly , That there is any materiall place 
of Hel^ where the wicked are tormented, of which wee 
find nothing in the Creed in tbe iudgment of Protejlants^ 
for although the word, Hell, be mentioned in that ar- 
ticle : He defccnded into Hell :yet by the Worde 
Hell, the Graue is <vnderftood by moU of the Prote- 
stants . 

1 5 . Fourthly, That thepames of the damned, 
shalbefor all eternity ,and not for a certaine ty me only, 

\6. Fifthly ,-T hat Adam didprefently rvponhis 
creation fall from the, grace of God, and thereby tranf. 
fm'cdi&rginall Jmne <vpon all mankind : Sa ashy 

reafon 
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reajbn of his fall, all men are borne in Originalljmne. 

17. Sixthly, That the world was once drowned 
forfnne, which innundationis commonly calledjNo'es 
floodc . 

18. Seueanthly, That our Sauiour whilejlhe 
conuerfedbeere<vpon earth , did many miracles . 

iq. Eightly, That S . lohn Baptiftwas our Sa- 
uiours Precurjbr or forerunner , and that our Sauiour 
did chofe to him certaine men for his ApoBles , which 
did fir ft preach andplante the ChriUian fayth, through 
mt the -whole world . 

20. Ninthly, That Circomcifonh now forbid- 
dm, as a thing mojl ijnlawfull and ungodly „ 

2 1 . Ten thly , That there are any facraments of 
the new Tefiament inftitutedby Chrift y for thefpiritu- 
all good of mans Jbuh . 

2 2 . Eleuenthly , That before the ending of the 
World, Antichrifi shall come, who shallbe a dejigneden- 
nemy ofChrifi^fo as be shall labour to fubuert, and 0- 
uerthrowall Chriflian Religion, 

23. ThcCe points ( be fides Come others) all 
ChriftiansfafwellProteftants as Catholikes ) do 
beleeue,and doe hould that the beliefe of thele 
points is neceffary to faluation, and yet not any 
one ©fall thefe articles , is exprefTed or fee downe 
in the Apoftles Creed; whence I conclude, that 

F 3 "" " the 
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the Apoftles Creed , cannot be a fufficicnt boun- 
dary to con tain c and limit an auailcablc fay th . 
For what hope can that man banc of his faluatio, 
who belceucth, that there are neither any diuino 
Scripture, nor any Decalogue commonly called 
the tea Commandements , nor that Chrift did 
workc any miracles, nor that he inftituted any Sa- 
craments, nor that there is any place of hell for 
the damned, nor finally (to omit thcreft,) that 
there is any eternity of punishment ? 

24 . And heere I am to premonish the Rea- 
der , that it is no iufficient anfwerc to reply, that 
molt of al the fbrcfayd points arc cxprefled in the 
Scripture, and therefore are to be beleeucdj this 
ITay, auaileth not, feeing heere I dilputc againft 
thofe, who maintainc with wcundcriuli pertina- 
city of iiidgmcnt, that it is fufficient to faiuation , 
tobcleeuc only the articles (8c nothing clsjwhich 
arc contayned in the Creed ,- but not any of the 
former articles arc contayned therein . Againe , 
feeing to bclccuc, that there are any amine Scrip- 
tures, is not expreffed in the Creed, it conduceth 
nothing to the anfwering of this our argument,to 
fay that the foremen tioncd articles are proucd 
out of Scripture, and therfore arc to be beleeued • 

2 5 , Neither fecondly, can the force of our 

iayd 
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feyd argument be auoyded, in replying that al the 
former articles arc implicitly comprehended in 
that article ilbeleeut the holy Church : becaufc the 
Church tcacheth, that all thefc articles arc to be 
belecucd ; this is no warrantable anfwerc, by rea- 
fon, that as thefe may be rcdaccd to this article of 
the Creed , Co aho may al other points controuer- 
ted betwecne the Catholikes and the Proteftants, 
be in like manner reduced to the iayd article, fee- 
ing the Church of God fcttcth downe, -what is the 
truth, & what is to be belecucd in the fayd Con- 
troueriyes, binding her children vnderpaync of 
damnation, afwcll to bcleeue the truth in the Co- 
trouerfyes of our dayes, as to bcleeue the former 
articles mentionedjwhich arc not exprcflcd in the 
Creed . And yet thefc our Newtralifts in Rcligio, 
who make the crced,thc folc fcjuarc of their faith, 
donorthinke, that thofe epeftions of Religion 
infilled vpon betweenc Catholikes and the Prote- 
(rants, are in belecuingor notbclceuing of thcin, 
any way hmtefuU to their (aluatioa » 
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CHAP, V. 

The fame proued from the ~<x>ant of <vnity infayth be~ 
f&eene Cathohkes and Protestants, in articles necef- 
fary to bebekeued, andyet nof exprejfed in 
the Crude . 

IN this third and laft place wc will infift in ccr- 
taine controuerfyes of Religion, Co differently 
maintayned by Catholikes and Proteftants , as 
that graunting the maintaynours of the one fide, 
to hould the truth, it fbliowcth , that the other 
party vphonldeth falfehood and hcrefy .Now for 
the more dangerous wounding of our Newtrali- 
zing Proteftants heercin.,1 will omit here to fpeak 
of the Controuerfies, touching Purgatory, Pray- 
ing to Saints, Free-will, Monachifme,and diners 
others flich like j and will reftraine my felfe, only 
to thefe Controuenics , the fubiecl: of which C6- 
troucrfyes, are taught by the one fide, to be (va- 
der Chriftj the immediate meanes,of our grace Be 
faiuation ; and denyed by the other party, to be of 
any fuch force and efficacy, for the foules euerla- 
ftiag good : and confequently in regard of their 
fubiect , are one way neceifarily to be bcleeucd . 
So as if it be /bowed, that the Proteftants and the 

Catholikes 



Catholiks do mainly diilent in the meancs of ob- 
tayning grace,& purchasing of ialuation ; itmufl: 
of neceflity be inferred, that both the Proteftants 
and the Catholikcs continuing in fuch their ftatc, 
cannot obtaine grace and faluation : fince not on* 
ly Philofophy , but euen natural! rcafon tcachetlt 
vs , that he ncucr shall attaine the end, who vfcth 
eythcr not the fame mcanes, which are only and 
neceflarily inftitutcd to the gayningofthefayd 
end. 

i . But to proceed to thefc points Firft, Qovu 
cerning the facraments in general I j the Cathohkes doe 
belecut, that all of them {where no iujl impediment is ) 
do conf err e grace into thefoule of man, by the helpe and 
continuance of which grace, thefoule in the end y obtay* 
mth its faluation . The Proteftants do not afcribe a- 
ny fuch fupernaturall effect or operation of grace 
to them . 

2 . And to come more particulerly to the Sa- 
craments . Touching Baptifme : the Catholikes 
beleeue, That children being borne in Original! f me , ^.^ 
cannot befaued, except they be baptised With water , * tt m l,~ 
according tothofewordesofS . Iohn. 3. Vnlejfeaman mtte* J 
be borne againe of water, and thefpmt, be cannot en r ™*»* & 
ter into the kingdome of God jThe Proteftants < a ) be^ cmIm. & 
leeue, that infatt dying vnbaptifcd 3 may be faued . ^^ 
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3. Touching the Sacrament of Ptmance op 
Confefiion, the Catholikes beleeae , That after a 
CJsrifam.faithcmtrMtted'aftpon& mortall finne t that 
fame. camdP. befirgiuen him, hut ( atleajl in vo co; by 
meanes ofwnfcfimg thifaydfmne to a PrieH y ofthenesc 
Tdtammt^ndncemmgjdfolution thereof from him : 
mpoerMy tothatofS Aoim. 20. ^Uhofe fnnes you 
sJjallforgme^ they areforgiuen them 1 and yphofefrme* 
you skill retaynejhey are retayned. The Proseftants 
beleeue, that neyther the confe/Hoa of linnesto 
man, nor the abfofutioaofman, is neceffary for 
the remitting of them ^ but that it isfufficient to 
confeffe them only to God . And rims according 
to the dinerlity of doctrine, either the Protectant 
for want of this facramenc (after he hath mortally 
£nnecU cannot be faued, or Cathojiks for wrong*- 
fuHy impofing chis yoak vpon Chriiiiis y do jfoofe 
ih eir initiation . 

4 . Touching the moil Blefed Enchorial, the 
C&th olikes beleeue, That the <very body tipd . bloods 
4vthly£ ineffably, and. latently , <vnder the forms of 
bread and^sim, according m that 1 This h my body t 
This, is my blood. Math. 26. That <vnkjj'c ^& eate his 
-body, aaddrmke his biood } "9pesjmll not ham lifeeuer- 
idling John. 6. h^My^That^e are to adore Chrfii 
his body ; being accmipanyed with his iimmy in tin 
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fayd Sacraments . The Protectants do bekciie, chat 
Chrifls true body, as neaer lcamnghejaaeri;, ^aa- 
not pollibly be truly and really '.voder the forme 
of Bread and Wine ; and confequentry theybe- 
leeue, that the eating of his body, and drin^ingc 
of his blood, is not necefTary to faluation. Finally 
they hould our adoration of the Sacrament to be 
open Idolatry ; and tcarme Catholikes Idolaters t 
for adoring of it. And thus ey thcr the ProteftatSj, 
as not feeding vpon this ccieitiall food , shall not 
hauelife cuerlafting, ir the Catholikes doctrine 
heerein be true- or els Catholikes (Tuppo/e ; (whicli 
God forbid; they should erre) for teaching and 
practicing idolatry heerein, should, incurre dam* 
nation . 

j . Touching the meanes of our luitificati- 
on . The Catholikes beleeue, That not only fay tb y 
but yeorkes alfo do iujhfy . The Proteftants reiect al 
workesfrom luftiiication j teachinge that only 
fayth doth iuftify man; yea they further proceed, 
artirming chat who once hath true fayth, is mofl 
allured znd eertaine C b ) of his faluation , whereas 
the Catholikes reputing this as a mecre prefump- (1>) caiu. 
tion, are willing according to the Apoitle, Phil . '"%£*'■ 
a. To icorke thetrfahaum "Voith j tare and tremblinge. Kemmt . 
Tic be short the Proteitants.do teach, chat a man »«*«*•. 
G* " by cm " T " 
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by dimkingitknicHc to be iuft, is by this meanes 

mmmem&twfastcas the Gatholikes do- bould this 
*\!r!L do^inendtoftlyt&bepbantafiicall,but alfo( c ) in rea* 
jusiifeA- fmtHoJl abfurd . 
■tme . 6 ^ Tonching Grace, without which a mail 

cannot be faued, thecatholiksbeleeue, That God 
(d)Calu. mt f r k e Abyjfe and deapth of bis infinite mercy, offe- 
inwhide rttb fo euety Qbrifttaa {ufficient grace, thereby be may 
tre $u b* fated , and therefore tbty do encourage euery one to. 
finopfi MdeoMut tvfeeke their faluat ion . The (<OProtell:ats 
i^oo. y. teach j that God giueth not thisfufficiency of gra- 
' ° 9 ' ee, to enery one, but to certainc men only; & that 

ditiefs there are,- whondtwkhftandingal their en- 
d) The ^cauour to beleeue truly, and line vcrtupuily, yet 
imfofsibi- they cannot, nor shall not be faued . 
ityoftbe j t 'TQiichitigthc'J}ecabgt&, or ten Comman- 
'Imenu dements, the GatholiJcs beleeue, fbat except 4 Chri- 
u uughtjy aH 4 foipt them, he canmt be faued , according to 
%,!£ z? oar SauioHr : if time mh enter intolyfe, keepethe 
(onduf. tommaridetneMs . Math.Jp> The C e ^ Proteftants do 
ubislln- abfoludy teach an impoffibiiity of keeping them. 
fenncef. And thereupon Luther thus affirraeth : The ten 
wilkiii ^mhande^imfiX^^pper-faim mt- <vmo <vs . 
frmffi t~ 8 . Laftly, touching the Pope or Bishop oj 'Rome , 
ifVsM r ^ e ^M*^ 5 ^° beleeue ; That be is 'VnderChrift^ 
%l*j{<:ibl*ptprmi Jteffrkr +ofM>4atnh i iht* fpbo- dothttit 

communicate 
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cmmmicate yrith him, mfacramtnts.and dodrine^not 
yedding him all true okdtence&fitbieftingthtwmdfr 
wents m matters offayth to his iudgmentmdfcntintid 
definitions t cannot befaued. The Proteftants doc 
teach, that the Bishop of Rome is thatlAnttchrift 
which is deciphred by the (&> Apoftlc, and! which ^) 2 . 
is the defigned ennemy of Chrift, and that wno- T ^f *- ■ 
foeuerembraceth his do&rine,orenthralleth' (as A ^. 1 ' 
they wrice,) their aflents to -his cathedrall decrees , 
in points of Religion,cannot obtaynefaiuacion . 
o. Thus farre ofthefe pointes, of which I 
haue made particulGr choifeto.iQfift vpon (jomic- 
ting fome others of like nature ) beeaufe weciee , 
that moil or all of them, do immediatly and prin- 
cipally fas is aboue faycijtouch the meanes of par- 
chafing of grace s ©f remillion of out finaes , and 
obtayning offaluatio, being main tayned for fuch 
by the Cathohkes, but vtterly dcnyed &*ciec'ted 
by Protef rants. And here I now vrge two*hings * 
Firil, if rhefe former doctrines, as they; are bclee- 
ued by the Catholikes , do immediatly concerne 
faluation, and become neceiTary meanes thereof, 
then cannot the Preteftivus {asjteicdmg all fuch 
fk>dtrines,and fuch meanes Both in bcliefc Sc pra- 
ctice) beiaued. But if (by a fuppofall) they be not 
of that nature, k«t falfc in tbcmfelwcs , arid, tbt 
G$ ' " contrary 
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contrary doctrines true, then cannot the Catho* 
lrkesfas beleeuing fatte doctrines immediady tou- 
ching mans faluation, and accordingly practihng 
them )be faued .From which forked argument^ 
maymoftdemonftratiuely be inferred, that it is 
impoffible, that both the Catholiks and. the Pro- 
teftants (the one part beleeuing, the other part 
not beleeuing the forefayd doctrines jshould both 
befaued; for who neglccteth neceflary meanes, 
shall ncuer attayne to the defigned end of the fayd 
meanes . Secondly , I vrge 3 that a falfe beliefe > 
not only in thefe articles, but alfb m any other 
Controaerfyes,~betweenc the Catholikes and the 
Proteftants, is plaine Herefy . And this,becaufc 
euery falfe beliefe, is comprehended within the 
definition of hcrefy, as being in itfelfe an elcctio 
Be choifc of a new or falfe doctrine, wilfully main- 
tayned agaihft the Church of God j and therefore 
it iolldtyeth, that eyrber the Catholikes or Prote- 
ctants for their pcrfifting in this falfe beliefe, or 
herefy, shalbe damned . 

io . But heere I will flay my fclfe ; wading 
no further in the .diftjuifition and fear ch of the 
great diiTerttions bctw'eene Catholikes and Prote« 
iknts, touching Fayth arid beliefe ; only I will 
l^flecta, little vpon the premifes of the two laft 

Chapters. 
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Chapters . And heere, fmce it is made moft eui- 
dent, firft, that the Proteftants and Catholikcs , 
do mainly differ in the fenfc and conftruclion of 
the articles of the Creed, and confecjuently ( fee- 
ing the fenfe and not the wordes make the creed ) 
that they both do not beleeue one and the fame 
Creed, but haue to themfelucs feuerall Creedes . 
From whence ftirficiently is difcouered, that want 
of vnity in fayth, among them both - t which vnity 
is fo neceffarily required to mans (aluation, as in 
the precedent Chapter is demonftrated . Second- 
ly, that though by iiippofition , they did beleeue 
the Creed, & the fenfc therof with an vnanimous 
•content, yet it is proued, that there, are diuers o- 
ther articles not contayned in the Creed , which 
are indifferently beleeued ( as neceffary to faluati- 
011 ) botH by Catholike and Protectant . Thirdly, 
Teeing alfo there are fundi y Conttoueriies in Re- 
ligion ( as is aboue exemplified •> which immedi- 
acy concernc faluarion > being houlden as necef- 
iarymeanes thereof,: by the catholikeSj butdif- 
claymed from and abandoned by Proteftants , as 
mayne errours and falfc do&rines, that therefore 
k is a manifcft errour to make the Creed, the fblc 
yule of fay th . 

11. Therefore from all the former premifes,' 
* ' u " ~" ~ I do 



\ do auerre, that he, who maintayneth , that botlr 
Catholikes & I'rotcftants, and confcqucntly mea 
or any KehgionCnotwithfUding that the one fide 
doch ncceflatily belceue and mainuine Hercfy* 
can be &ued, or that euery Chriftian can obtaine 
hcauen, is wholy depriued of all true iudgement » 
reafon and difcourfe, and for want thereof, may 
deferuedly be ranged among them, of whomethc 
Pfaimiftfpcaketh : Nolitejierijicut equus l? mulus,, 
qui bus non cHintelleftus . Do not become, as Horfi and 
Muky which banem amderftanding . 

CHAP. VI. 

The fame proued from the authority andpr'mikdges of 

the. Churchy in not erring in her definitions, and con* 

demnation of Herejies i andjirH by CounceUs . 

FR o m the irmolablc vnity of Fay th, we wil 
next defcend to the priuiledges of Gods true 
church, of which pjriuiledges , I will at this-tyrae 
take-only one into my consideration $ which, is 
that the church of God is indued with a fupreme 
prcrogatiue, in not erring in her definitio of faith 
or condemnation of hcrefy , This point is war* 
ranted by innumerable texts of holy Scripture, as 
where it is fayd ; Vfon thy waits, O Hierufalem , 1 
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haue.fep'"kat(btmn y till:?b#d<ty,y JitddUfe night tbty 
sbal notfofietJfai .71 •.BtttGod s&dftQt &tw$atch* 

gaine ; the t?4 Church of Q<j&/&fe$rftoa84fi*~ M T - 
dation of truth j what more perspicuous f-Andiiir-v r« j. 
thcr, whereas each,man.isi£oramfcttaflc4 tootc* 
paire in difficulties , cuea oflefe confijcyifciiceft, 
to the Church,itis threatned by ChriftJiirnicife* 
that who, will not .hcare the Church., flizlba ac- 
counted ,-afcan heathejaror pu^lkaa * ;iaccording 
to that his condemnation: Si: £cdejw.fkrn-.&ytip*.. 
nty K h )Jk ubijimt Etbmcus if Publitanns :. whercjMfi 18. 
fiadnorcftrittion, but that. in L alLthiog& wears 
to! hears the Ghia rch . Againc&hriil himiclfeifp$a«» 
keth to his Apofties , and in them to the whole 
Cburc^ ; Witle.tlztp b&axttbym^bmrith m& ■BuLif^- 21 '* 
the Church, could erre i nsy their would Ghrift 
referre V5 to the Church^fpeeiatiy vndar ib jgifcat 
a penalty.) neythcr by heating the Church,, could 
wc.beuuiHy faydtahcacc Ghrift y i?raiilly, she 
Church is la.gouer ned by Gbrift-,ias;Jtsi head , or 
rpqiife, and by the holy G holt as itsXoulc,as -ther* 
furcwe.hod.the Apo&ie thus xo write ^thejrof, (.<(}$$& 




body., wd one jpm 1,2nd yctmoic ;T^e ti-mmis iht <fj*>^ 
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bead of rfo Church. From which Texts it followcth, 
rf tit :i£xhc '-Chut eh fliould errc in its definition , 
o^refo&tion-of $ayth v and condemnation of He- 
^V.y.chh^rringmtift'iuilly beafcribed to Chrift 
aridtotftcholy Ghoft: and confecjuently it fbl- 
kwyetfa ^ckat-fihe; Apoftlcs in making the Creede, 
Wdai^ ha«^omi«ed that Article . 1 behcue the holy 
Qaibolike Church. For why mould we be bound to 
beiieue the Churcb,ifthe Church could erre? 

i- This truth, ( Imeancrhat the Church, 
of Chrrft cannot erre in her fcatentionall decrees) 
is fo illuftrious and euident, that 1 ertullian fpea- 
depnfer kinged c<rtaineHeretikes of hisxime,, obieciing 
(/;) Epifi. thfc drains of the whole church , thus flguratiuely 
r*DB-< orr J ron4Ca ^y-writeth • Age (g> omnes errauernnt } nul- 
crtft'tiL,'. l&r&rjfpexit Spiritus fantlus-i that is ,goeto , belike, 
fir. 1 5 8S Mt^icJChitrches baue erred • & the holy phojhhdth rej~ 
^io' n %\feGttd or looked 'vpon no one Clmrch: And S. Augu- 
l. art. 4. ftinc .Difputare (p) contra id qnod Ecclefia <vniuerfa 
'tiesofGe-fe 1 ®'* ^ii^irlefuifsm^jafanu eft : To d/Jpute againfta- 
r.eua \* ^ppiM r t)taijtained by the "%>bole Church t is. extreme 
*£]!*?£' marines* To whofe iudgement herein moft of the 
ttjrtpih' vti&w ibber and learned Proteftan ts doe indifpu- 
' tfU -* U f' Ttably Cnbiaiibe ; fincediuers of ( f ) them doe with 
tq. 141. all fentour znd carneftnes maintain c . y that the 
&'&«** church of Chri ft cannot erre . and that , what 
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(he defineth , for truth , is moft true , or what for 
Hcrcfy or fallehood, is heretical!, and to be con- 
demned. 

3. This bajtsor foundation of the Churches 
not erring , being thus firmely layd , we are-hcre- 
vpon to conclude , that what points of Religion •, 
the Catholike Church of Chrift hath condemned 
for hercfies , the fame are by vs to be reputed for 
hercfies ffincc the Churches codemnation or ap* 
probation is moft infallible ) &. dip maintainors 
of the fayd herefies, for heretikes ; and cqnfecjuet* 
lythat fuch heretikes , as departing out of. the 
Church of God, by their -heralding of the &yd;hc» 
reticall opinions , cannot beiaued. >Now ! becaufc 
the iudgmet of the Church in matters of fayth is 
( by the aknowlcdgmenr.of all fides >difcoucrcd 
two waves • firft by the (qatence^of generallCouDh 
cells ; lecondly by the frequent atteftations of the 
chiefe doctors of the Chuich in euery agc,in their 
particuler writings , they siot being contradiclsed 
therein, by any other orthodoxali Fathers y or 
doctors of the fame age; I will therefore diftribii- 
tiucly. handle bodithcle waycs,fhewing that both 
by generaliCDlincels ,arid;alfoby the parriculer 
judgment of the learned Fathers., many opinions, 
though uatisouching the Tjiairy, the Incarnatio, 

H i the 
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thcJR^OO , orthe cxprelTe articles of the Apoft- 
lfi$Ct£Jbd}3liattejb^ for plaine here- 

fies, and the belieuers of them anathema :ized for 
Heretikes. 

4. Andfirft, to begin with Counceiis , the 

jafeUibieiaufhorit^ of \vhich,euen Chrift bimfelf, 

bathrb^ his own words often ratifyed: as where he 

(^Mrfffr.-faych ; ¥V:htrt ( k ) typo or three ( much more when 

1 s ' fl?s ny hudrcdrvejaerable B ishopsj^ra gathered toge- 

t^jmmji'name^-1-am in the midst of thz. And againe, 

fpea^ifcgto his Church,and in it to the afTembled 

\ g. ' J3©c^urjfcarj.<i Paitaurs thereof :, I am C 1 ) ywtbyou 

itiA^^^i^i^tbhiof^kmatimvftlie 3*w/^, W.h i ch 

(n)lthl ^untadta'afef eurx directed , and gouerncd by the 

fpijl ad iioly^<jhoit;: .according:- to thole wordes in the 

Eprteta.^ \^etsioVii:fitmt^A^VSpmtmfim&o & nobis .. Jt bath 

i6i.^a^n^^dAo^h£JJ8f^iQbi^i and rus '.- And therefore 

tMHz.. arc warthily ; rcoeaned Readmitted, for the fupre- 

* m , 4 /; M .iT»cfl:fci [ ir^nccof--Goc{sQhQrch, not only by the 

jujium. kn£atfno t^cF-afcjieisj isut cuen jbs^ che more leaf ned 

J/j^^.'Protseftanti, fincc toomit otfrer^one of rhernort 

tote dr^Hrcmarkabicofthern thus writeth : Synods \P) are 

ty D - B l l ~iktr*saextki^idici(!Mm • iff ike 

(on in his ~- . . • J * • 

^er^uul'^>y-i¥tt^mti^nes dotdk}hiedQiii?rs^n1&3izt& proceede ♦ 

gouermet The&pirfyeeii .of-A r zr£.was:cckbrared (though 

pf incipatiy for theieptcffingof theiierefy of Ar*> 
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r/us, denying the diuinity of Chxift ) yet withall 
touching che Gontrouerfy of keeping the feaftof (fp.Bii- 
Eafter, as is apparent out of (P> Eufebius^ ft) Atba- £" f ufra 
nafus, and CO Epiphanius , Now this Councel pro- i,<j) ub. ' 
nounccth Anathema, to al thofe^who (be fides their l Je ™ 
denying of the diuinity of Chrift ) fhall deriy that t i»i. * 
the feait of Eailer , was not to be kept according \ r '.f'J)- 
to the cuitome of the church 3 but according to w;/ ~/ J 
the enftome of the Iewes. And thefe heretikes seUucU. 
were called Q^uartodecimani > of whom fee Teriul.L ^"""{l 
deprefcrip, Augustine here/is 20, And here we are to tli.vmu. 
vnderftand , that the worde : Anathema , vied and 
pronounced by this Counccll (which word is alfo 
almoft eucry where vfed in all their general Coti- 
cells ) fignifyeth afmuch , as accurfed , and in this - , . 
fenfc wc-find thiswordyAnazbemajto be vied by the J R !-j,.' 
Apoftk;Jn fcueral (0 places, foas when a Gouncel y-i.cw. 
pronounccth Anathema, to any for belieuing fuch I2, 
and fuch hcrehes , or not belieuing fuch and fiich 
ttue doctrines, it$at6ridcth to &y, that thofe men 
fo doing, ar e to be accurfed and abandoned from 
God - 3 But no man is to be accurfed or abandoned 
from God, for belieairig ,or not bclieuing points 
<sf indife-ency, but for belieuing of fiich crrours, 
as cannot ftand with his fbules (aluation . 
j. Alio you /hall rcade A <5t. 1 5 . of the Coun- 
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cell affemblcd in the Apoftlcs time , the occa* 
{ion and reafon thereof was , for that certainc 
contentious men, maintaining that the Gentiles,' 
coucrtcd to the Chriftiaa fayth,mighteate meats 
offered vp to Idols , 8c blood and ftrangled beads* 
contrary to the cuftomc of the lewes - t the AponS 
les being affemblcd , 8c bearing with the weaKnes 
of the lewes, in the infancy of the Church , de- 
creed the prohibition of eating blood and ltran- 
gled mcates. After, which decree once eftabliilied, 
it is certainc, thatithadbineamortallfinne im- 
mediatly to hauc eaten of blood , and ftrangled 
meates ; fo as before it being a point of indifr<-ren- 
cy , is now made ncccfTary . This appearcth from 
the text : firft from thofe wordes - Certaine going 
forth from <vs, ham troubled you y»ith ywrdes t fubuer- 
tingyour faults . But men do ncyther depart out of 
the Church, by maintaining ccrtaine opinions, 
nor by their example therein can they fubuert o- 
ther mens foulcs , if their doctrine and pradtifc 
thcreof/do ftil remaine, about things indifferent j 
Secondly from that other paffagc. It hath feemed 
good to the lx>ly Gbofi and <t«, to lay , no further bur* 
then TJponyou, then thefe necejfary thinges : where we 
find , that the prohibition of fnch mcates , is ran- 
gcd;by the Apoitlcs , in regard of thofe tymes , a- 
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inoung thofc things,, which arc ncccffary; Againc 
pcyther would the Apoftlcs hauc gathered them- 
jfelucs Co folemly , neither would they hauc afcri- 
bed , the decreeing of it to the worke of the holy 
Ghoft , if the fubicdt of the queftion , and diffi- 
culty then difcufled of by them, had concerned 
matters only of indifferency. 

6, Now from the example of this Councell, 
I do gather , that if a Councell by its ownc autho- 
rity may decree, that the eating ofcertaine meatcs 
( being othcrwayes of their owne nature indiffe- 
rently to be eaten without finncjfhalbc vnlawful, 
and i hall repute and hould the impugncrs there- 
of/or men departed from out of tiie Church of 
Gfrrjft ■ then a fortiori , what doctrine foeuer a 
Councell f/iall condemne ofits ownc nature for 
hcrefy, the fame is. to be reputed, by all good 
Chriflians for hcrefy, and the defendours thereof 
forHeretikes. 

7. The third Councell of( u ) Carthage ( wherat , u s CA)i 
S. Auguftinc was prefent ) decreed, that the boojte 47. 
of the Maccabees with fomc other hookes, fliould 

be acknowledged as canonical^ and pronounc,eth 
an Anathema t atod condemnation to all tbofe,who 
iliould not beliene them , as canonicall fcripture : 
from whence it may be concluded, that feeing the 

bookc 
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boofce of the Machabees, tcachcth prayer fofc 
the.deady thatjhereforc this Council! alloweth 
fi)fc^6£^m& j.add- eondemneth the contrary doi 
&rihe For herefy. 

8 . The doftrinc of the Nouatians ( who 

taught, that there was not power in the Church, 

to reconcile men to God, but only by Baptifmej 

cxcltrding and denying thereby the facrament of 

Pcrrnance ) was condemned with the thunderbolt 

o^Ajiathema' .In the Gouncell of<Rorne houldcit 

(x'B.6. vftdcr Pope 'Cornelius, as ( x ) ; Eufebius "■ repqrteth » 

faffx 33. was' condemned for hcrefy,the erirour of Anabap* 

(j\ /. 7 . tifme; ,as", the fene fyyBufekiw relatet-h. 

luft. c. i . <jj*j ^- :; The Conricclt tif'Cbalcedeti condemned 

ic.rtp* f h c herefy of Eiiticbes , who taught, that there was 

tetm j»..'b"dt on r e &' Nature in Chrift , after the Incarnati- 

i. c^.^^.^^^ firflrCoundell of-Epkefiisj cbti- 

a^rntted the herefy otNtfiorw-, teaching two per- 




'^ L ' h :M tiM^$&itiiBti\ clidbelecuem Ghrift Icfnsour 

Gx'rJsX',**' ■ Jits i-l*t+-tt s*Ar*~rvi*ti +\C*-l~if x\/nr>]A -\7P!t- trtfXt 




pc¥ tlrt atf6tJ$ ^ing/TOuchiri g the ' : Perfon 'So K a- 
turx&bf £${&'• ; as'now the Proteftants may be 
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reputed Hcretikcs , for their afcribing of igno- 
rance , Paffion , and defperation to Chnft. 

i o . The Councel of Chalcedon alfo decreed, 
that vowed virgins and monks could not marry, 
condemning thofe with an Anathema , & for here- 
tiks , that fhould hould & maintaine the contra- 
ry , as is to be feenc out of the Councell it felfe. 
The fourth Councell of Carthage ( whereat S. 
Auguftinc was prefent) pronounced , that the CO 
do&rine of prayer and Sacrifice for the dead , was (0 Cm • 
according; to the true fay th of Chrifts Church j 79 ' 
and condemned the contrary opinion for herefy 
and the maintainers of them for Heretikes. The 
Councell of Conftantinople , vnder Pope Vigi- 
lius , condemned Origen for his herefy , in which 
he taught that the deuils fhould in the aide be fa- 
ucd; as .^ Zonaras and (^ Nichcphorus relate. {d)inv\- 
Finally the feienth fynod or 2. councell of Nice, u Iu fi l - 
condemned all them for Heretikes , who taught , (<.j ub. 
that the Images of ChrifL Sc of his Saints, were to l 7-c.27» 
be depnued of all due refpeel: and reference , and 2 ,\ l„z 
to be condemned and broaken : of this point , fee Reman. 
Paulus ( f) Diaconus and .&) Cedrenus. ^ %■ 

1 1 . Thus f arre concern ing Councells, con- hifiouar . 
demning for herefy falfe opinions touching fay th 
and Religion 1 where 1 haue reftrayned my felfe , 

I only 
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only to thofe Councels ( this laft only excepted) 
which were within the firft flue hundred ycarcs,or 
little more, becaufe thofe tymes arc more prized , 
& efteemed , then the now later tymes . The like 
courfe was continued by Councells, for condem- 
ning and refitting of Innouations, and fatfe do- 
ctrines (though not concerning the Trinity, the 
Incarnatio, or the Apoftles Creed) in the fuccee- 
ding Ages; which I purpofely omit . 

12 . But now I heere demand , firft how can 
it Hand with the infallible authority of Gods 
Churche , in not erring in matters of fayth ( of 
which priuiledge I haue intreated in the begin- 
ning of this Chapter) i fib she shall define the 
former errours, for condemned herefyes , and A- 
natbematize, and curfc the maintaynors of them, 
for branded Heretikes s if the doctrines are but 6- 
ly, matters of indifFerencyj &fuchasmay (land 
with faluation ? Secondly , I aske , how both the 
deffendours & impugners of the fayd doctrines 3 
can be freed from the brand of Herefy ? Sceinge 
the true definition of Herefy, neceffarily agrceth 
to the doctrines, maintayned by the one fide ,- for 
itisccrtaine, that eyther the Catholikes , or the 
Proteflants, do make choife of new opinions her* 
in,& dofbibbornely maintayne thefe their Inno- 
uations 
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uations againft the Church of God • 

The fame proued from the authority of the Church, 
condemning herefies, manifefled by the yvrit/nges of 
particuler Fathers, 

CHAP. VIK 

NO w to come to the fecond way, of difco- 
uering the Churches fentencc, in the fore- 
fay d point, which is by the particuler iudgment, 
of the ancient learned Fathers, which were in their 
feueral ages, the fhyning lamps of Gods Church, 
whofe authorities that all fuccecding ages , are to 
reuerence, is eafily euicted from Gods holy writ ; 
for anfwearably heerto we read in Deutronom.32 . 
Remember the ould dayes , thinke '-upon euery generati- 
on, aske thy father , and he fvill declare -vnto thee , thy 
elders y and they lull tell thee. And the Protectant 
confeiilon of Bohemia confpireth theriiiUo,(aying: , 
The kv ancient Church , is the true and best miftrejfe of '^ HW r ~ 
-posterity, and going before leadeth njs theJ&ay . Com- con f e f ?• 
ming then to the Fathers , 1 will firlt iniift in the 4 °°* 
particuler errours (not touching eyther the Tri- 
nity, the Incarnation, &c Paffion of our Sauiour, 
or the articles of the Creed, but points feemingof 
more indirrerencyjeondemned by them,fbr open 

I 2 &nd 
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and damnable hercfyes . And heere I hauc purpo- 
fcly made particulcr choice ofdiucrs Controuer- 
fics of this cyme, handled betweene the Catholi- 
kes & the Proteftancs, to the end that our Adia- 
phoriHs (who maintayne, that both Proteftants & 
Catholikes may be (auedj may (ee, that the deny- 
all of thofc very articles of fayth, were reputed by 
the Fathers of the primitiue Church,fcr herefies, 
& the denyers of them for Hcrenkes, and confe- 
quently in the Fathers iudgment, not capable of 
faluation. Next I will fet downe, diners of the Fa* 
thcrs fayinges, & fentences, pronounced of here- 
(y, and Herctikcs in generall . 

t . But before we come to the condemnacio 
of particuler herefyes,we muft conceaue,that rea- 
fon it fclfe, & reucrence due to thechiefe Doctors 
6c Fathers of the primatiue Church,muft prcfup- 
pofc, that in thofc tymes, all thofe opinions, were 
generally acknowledged for damnable hercfyes , 
which are placed in the Catalogue of herefyes, by 
lretuus y Hiei ome, Eftphttnius^ Pbilaflruts, Angusttne > 
Theodora, and other approued Authors, of thofe 
dayes . This by drift of reafon is to be acknow- 
ledged, for two refpc&s : Firft, becanfe we cannot 
find any Do&or, or Writer of the fame ages, who 
comradifted the forefayd Fathers,for planting in 

their 
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their Catalogues, any opinion as herefy, which 
was not herefy . Secondly, in that the forenamed 
Fathcrs,and Authours of the Catalogues of here- 
sies, were godly and learned men , and therefore 
neyther would,nor durft,brand any opinion with 
the note and marke of herefy , which the whole 
Church of God did not then take as herefy. All 
this then iuftly & trucly prcfuppofed , let vs pro- 
ceed to the particuler herefyes, fo rcgiftred for 
fuch, by fome of the fbrefayd Fathers , where (for 
the fuller conuincing of our Newtralifts in Reli- 
gion ) my greateft choife (fome few only excep- 
ted) fhalbe of the Controuerfies, remayning ftill 
at this day, betweene the Catholikes and Prote- 
ctants . 

3 . Firft then, That God was the author of 
finne, was maintayned by Florinus, and condem- 
ned for herefy, or rather blafphcmy by ( b ) IrerMM, 0) *u[ t \ 
and ( c ) Fmcentius Lyrininfis . l 'J ? ^ 

4 . The opinion touching the impoffibility («■) inco- 
of the Commandments, was maintayned by cer- mmteTI * 
taine Noucliftsof thofb tymes > & condemned for 
herefy by ( d ) S . Hierome in thefc words ;Execramus 

&c. We doe execrate , and abhorre the blafphemy of^f^ 
tbofe t 7t>ho Jay that any impofiible thing is commanded hi. ad 
by God, to be kept andobferued by man .Sec alio the Dm *f- 

— like 



jo qui hoh credit , condemnabitur '. 

(V ^ rw- like condemnation heereofgiuen byC«yS. AugtP 

Ae tan? . ffifiK , 

f *t 1Ql j . That man had not Free-Trill, is auerred 
by the Manichees, and condemned for a manifeft 
CD Ifl herefyhy .(0 Hierome in thele wordes : Mamckcorii 
diiUent- tithwimsdamnare Naturam, & Uberum auferre ar~ 
vdagi.1 bitrmm ,Tbe Manic bees do condemne mans nature , if 
(x) lib . do take asoay Free-yeill . As alio by S . Mguftine (g) 
deh&ref. laying : Peccatmum originem nontribuunt Manich.-ei 
c. 46. [faro arbitno . The Mamchecs doth not afcribe the 
beginning offinne to Free-frill, 

6 ~ Thai fay th doth only iuftify, was con- 
(h) Lib . demned for an herefy in the Eanomians by ( h )S . 
deb&nf. AuguBine , who further ^ fay th, that it firlt pro- 
(r'Li'b'.. cceded from the falfc vnderftanding of S . Paul in. 
*j&k<£hisepiftles . 

open . c. j That prayer or facrihee., could not be of- 
fered vp for the dead, is maintained by Aeniu, 3c 
his followers, who alio taught, that let ralluig- 
dayesare not to be appointed by the Church: yet 
were thefe two opinions condemned for hereiyes 
& 7 j".by ( k ) Epiphanies, and (0 S . Auftine, who thus wric- 
(ijLib.de teth : Aeriani baveti.ci (focent, non oportere or are , /tut 
"'n- ca ? offirrefhcrificium. pro mortw y nee Haiuta filers r.utcr 
celebranda.ejie Jtmma^ fed cum qui [que -uoliient i?iuria- 
dumyWruidtamxfie fub.kge . The Rermke Aerians 

da 
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do Hachi that ype ought not to pray or offer facrificefor 
the dead : that folemnefafting dayes are not to be cele- 
brated, but that euery one is tqfafi , "»>/>#* itpkafeth 
bmfelfe, haft otbertoife he might feerm to litie <vnder 
the laTo . Thus farre S . Auguttine. 

8 . That Virgins might marry, was condem- 
ned in Ftgilamiustot herdy by, S. Bierome,\yho : a - 
gainit the lame Vigdantius, thus writcth : Quid fa- 
ctum Orients Ecckfiz ? (jfc. What do the Churches of 
the gaft in this point ? VFhat the Cktrchpf Egipt ? 
And the Apojlohcall Seal They admit for Pri efts, men, 
7»bo are eytber Virgins, or continent , or if they haue 
"SPiues, do ceafi to become husbands . 

9. That marriage and virginity was of equal 
dignity, was defended by louinnm, who aho abfo- 
liitiy denyed, all diuerfity ofmerits,yet was this (t»)iib. 
his errour ccdemned for hcrciy by f m ) S. Hwrqme, *• adusr - 
and ( n ) S . Auguftine thus writing thereof: lowuia- p^V*. 
m damnamus errorem, qui -dicit nullam infuturo meri- prefer . 
torum distant iam . We condemne the errour oflouinia, 1 9 1 ' 
ypho teacheth , that then is no difpanty y or difference of 
merits in tyme to come . 

10. That the Church was not euer vifiblc , W. £ 'j-* 
was taught by the DonatiUs, but condemned for a c . \\. & 
fnoft wicked hercfy, by S.Augustine, who thus dif- e Pfi- l ? Q 
courfeth therof: DonatisU (°) detor^uentfcripturas } a rum ™ e ~ 

in 
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trtEcctefiam Dtt t /vt tanquam defecifie y & perijfe de 
toto orht *videaus . The Donattfts do deport the Scrip- 
ture, and apptyit againft the Church of God, that tht 
Clmrch thereby may feeme to hauefuffered defetf , or 
perished out of the whole world . 

1 1 . That Bapcifme of children was not nc- 

cciTary, was taught by the Pelagians, butconde* 

C P n y„ ncd for a manifeil herefy by (p; Innocenuus, by (<0 

nfirifu S . Auguftme, and ( r ) S.Leo. 

litJum f 2 • ^he Religious vie of the images of Chrift 

Condi. & his Saints, was facrilegioufly denyed be Zenaias 

i$u' Per f a >2 s Nicephoms(s) witnefleth, thus writing: 

(r) in ep. Zenaias ifle primus (o^zudacem animam & os impudens) 

» 6 ad e- ^q^ t n am cuomuit. £hrisii.& eorum qui illi placueritt- 

AquetU- imagines <venerandas non epe . that is . This /.ettayas 

ienfim. ypas thefi.rU, that ^vomited forth this word ( o bouH 

fouky and impudent mouth ) that the Images if ChtiU , 

and his Saints y were not to bewor shipped. 

t2 . That we. ough t noc tb pray to Saints, or 

to worshippe their Rclikcs, was maintained by 

. % Vigilantms , but condemned for herefy by & Sainc 

com. vt- Bitrome, and by 00 S . Jugnftitte, who ok this later 

giiam. c. branche thus wrketh . Sanclorum corponm, i? ' pr.-z- 

r v) £it:' cipue Beatorum reliquias^ acfi Chnsti mtmura^fincerif- 

de Ecdef.Jjme hotwranda credimus ^fiquis contra fentemiam -"ue- 

0<? * c ' 7 i neritjton Chriitianus, fed Eunomianus ant figilatianus 

credit 
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mditw.VFe bekette that the Reliques of holy body ct 
(but specially of Martyrs) as the members of Qbrift, 
are to be honoured moHJincerely : andltbo shall come tQ 
impugne this doftrtne, is to be accounted no. Chrititan , 
but tyther an Eunomian or a Vigtlantian. 

1 3 » The ouerthrowing of Altars, & calling 
away of holy Chrifme,was taught & pra&ifed by 
the Donatilts, yet was this their facrilegious pro- 
ceedings condemned, & thcmfelues branded for 
Heretikes by ( x ) S . Auguftine^ and by Optattts, who (*) zii • 
fpeaking to thcl>0»rf//^,difcourfeth therof in this J^SS 
manner : Quid Weft tarn facrilegum , quam alt aria c.^i. & 
Dei , in qiutus (sf hjqs aliquando obtuhftis f frangere , 1 '2 ' ( ' 1° 
radere y remjuere ? 6)uid enm eft altar e, nififedes cor- i6j. 
porn & fanguinis Chriili ? 6)vj.d<VQs offender it Chri- 00 Lth ■ 
ftus, cuius dlic per certa momenta, corpus Ufanguis ha- domuH. 
bitabant? VFhatisfofacnkgtous (Oyou Donatiits) 
as to breake y deface f caft dofvne the altars of God^her- 
njponyour f elites haue fome'tymes offered <vpfacrifice 1 
VV.hat other thing is an Mtar^ then the feat of the body 
and blood of Chrift ? In yvbat hath Chriftfo offended 
you, Tchofe body and blood , for certaine moments or 
short tymes, did dwell and remayne <vpon the Mtarsl 

14 . To be short, I palTc oner (as lelTc perti- 
nent to the Controucrfies of thefe tymesjhow the 
crrour of Qrigen touching the dilution of Diuclls 

K was 
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4^.^ was. condemned for hcrefy, by ( z ) S . Auguftine • 

emit. Dei {he error of Terttdltan denying fee ond marriages i 

i\.ta$. was . inline fort mightily reprehended & condem- 

(4) H*r. ned by (a) S^AuguHme, chough both thefc Doctors 

**• ( I meane Tirtullian^and (Jrigen ) had otherwife 

t>y their ieatned writingesj deicrued well ofithe 

Church of God. 

15 . Thusfarre touchnig the forefaid con- 
trouerhesiconderrined tor herefies, by the Fathers 
of the primatiue Church j though the fiibiectof 
the faid herefies, was neither touching the Tri- 
nity, the Incarnation, the paflion of our Sauiour, 
or the articles of the Crecde,- a point Co euident, 
& confeffed euen by the Proteftants , as that ma- 
ny of the forefayd examples, are collected out of 
the Fathers , and confeffed fo to be condemned , 
by learned Proteftants , as by the Centurifts in 
their firft chapter of euery fcuerall Century,by 0- 
Jiander, in his feuerall centuries, as alio by Panta- 
Iton in his Chronology . Befides which condem- 
nation of the Church , ey ther thefe doctrines , or 
the contrary to them,are neceffarily proued to be 
herefye*, euen from the very dcfinition.of hcrefy 
abouc {et downe j and therefore it followeth, that 
both the Catholikes and Proteftants ( the one be- 
leiuing tfacjii, the other not^caxmot be faued,icc- 

ing 
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ing Heretikcs , dying Heretikcs, cannot be (a« 
uccL 

1 6. Now to come to the fentenccs of the Fa- 
thers powred but in great heate , and feruour of 
zealc againft Herecikes & Hcrefies in generalli . 
And to bcgirine with 5 . lhon the Euangelift . S \ c . l . & 
Jrmaus O) relatcth (to let downc Irentus own wor- *P udEu - 
des ) that Policarpus the martyr (who was fchollcr Cm \ 3 '. *■ 
to the Apoftlesj was wont to tell, how that Saint 
lohn the Apoftk of our Sauiour , being at a cer- 
taine tyme in Bphejus, and going into a publickc 
bath,& finding Cerinthus the Heretike to be with- 
in the bath, rannc prefently out of the bath, fay- 
ing to them who were with him ; Let ^osfietfrom 
hence, for fear e leait the. batbfal ^vpon <~us, and kil ^vs, 
in which theennemy of God Cerinthus abideth . 

1 7 • Thefayd authour ( c ) Iremus, in likeibrt L Mt * 
relatcth in thefe wordes following, how that the 
foreiayd Policarpus meeting at Rome by chance , 
M#ra<wxhc Heretike, and being demanded of Po- 
licarpus, whether he knew him or not . : anfwered : 
Tea, I kno~%> thee for the chiefe child of Sathan . To 
conclude with the teftimony of this Father, the 
fayd Iremus, writing to Florinus an heretike , who 
once was feholler to S . Policarpe with him , thus (.*) lre »- 
fayth : . Theft opinions ( d ) of thynt ( Florinus ) to Zmoi'}. 

K 1 fpeake 
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fpeake friendly ,are not true, nor holfome. Theft opinions 
are repugnat to the Church iffc. I may trulie proteft , 
that if the holy if Apojlohcall Pueft PpUcarpus.^ .had 
heard offuch opinions, as thou defended y be ypouldbaue 
Hopped his eares, & cryed out (according to hisfashio) 
good God ? '-unto ypbat mijhabh tymes, haft thou re* 
ferued me, to heare thefe ihmges ? And presently Twuld 
haue runne out of the place yiobtre he had beeneftancUng 
or fitting , sphere fuck doctrine bad heme -uttered . 
But now to;refkc1: a Hctk vpon the premifes :Ce+ 
tint/jus, Maraon, and Florinus y did all bclieue in 
the Trinity, the Incarnation of our Sauiour, and 
reccaued the ApoftlesCrecdc,; and erred only in 
lefTer points, and yet wee fee what fharpe rcpre- 
henfions, were vfed towards them , by S . lobn, Sc 
S . Pohcarpe his fcholler, As to fly out of their compa- 
ny, to acknowledge one of them to be the child cfthe Di- 
uell, to sloppe their cm>ne eares y for not hearing of their 
errours &c . All which fpeaches had beene ouer 
much, aggrauated, and tranfeended the boundes 
of Charity, if their errours had refted vpon mat- 
ters only of indifferency, and had bcenc compati- 
ble with mans faluation. 

1 8. But to proceed to the (entences of other 
Fathers in this point . Atbanafius fay thin his creed 
(to vfc his wor dtsj Whofomer doth not hould the 

Qatholike 
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Catholike faith, "Vphole and inuwlable, be shall pertshe 
former, And S.HieromeexprefTely thus writteth: ^ lth 
for Wow Jeorde, vtJBMkf. contrary to thefaytk- many *toi. a t . 
bauebeem Mt out of the Church . Yea he ptoceedeth *"$"" ' 
further thus writting : Hxretici (0 quicumque, Glm- (f)Dui. 
IHaninanfunt .KVbojbeuer. arciUreukes^ tbtjiftmt (9ntT * 
<irenot Christians. S^JJafil-iMai^'Ouiict-ito-fayi as ""■ fc ' 1 
Theodorct rccordc th : Thqfe (g) "toho me truly in- (g) 1 ib. 
flru£tedinthediuinedo£trim, Teillnoijuff&ranyjylla-- *'"*'* 
bit of the diume^c^t£^Milkjt9mTt^gd^i}Ufifo¥ the de- 
fence thtrof(if nectfiky faHeth .them ) will <t>ndergoe 
any kind of death . Tertullian rh )'thac ancient Fa- 1,) r.ib.* 
tber hath. aicnrccc,^Qt much clriFcrcn*-' feorn chat <*< w- 
©ftheformerFather •„ 5.. Augajhne faytfo : Imagine 
a ( J) man to be ckah, continent, not couetons ? notjeruing (/) Ub . 
Idols y mini siring hojpitahty to the pore , ennemy to^ co " tr / 
nDtt^jnalicmgw body y fbber,fmgdl l$c. kitydt tfhe c . g . 
Ue an Beretikty certainly no man doubtetb, but for this 
alone, that be ts an hereiike, he shall not pejfefethe 
kingdome of God . A dreadfull faying of fo learned 
and godly a Father . Th&Bwmtitsftf: dkagreeing 
from S . AuguStine in fomc traditions, not (pecify- 
ed in the Scripture ( much lefle in the creed ) are f 
thus reprehended by him. -in'Ob theft pints ihofe s ^ ) . ln 
Beretikes loere ymth me. amyet mt altogeather -frith pf a i. y 4 , 
me, infehifme not with me , in berejy not With me, in 

K.3 many 
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many thinges ^oitb me^ mfno not "frith me . TbeJefeV 
myvhicb they sperenot "mthmefht many coulcLnot help 
them$ i$y?hifb'they tvere mth me. And yet thc'fc i>- 
^^Jjelccuccl with S. Augufline, the Trinity, the 
Incarnation , Sc recy ted with him the Apoftics 
Owed,, ^Brjefly S >. Augu[Une inquest. . i r .in Matth . 
tfcqfr definecb an^HeiTetifee IHtrtticus <#, qui de ali- 
qua part* doc1rin<e falftim credit. He is an heretikepoho 
he\eeucth anyfdfo thing touching any. point ofCbriftiatt 
faytb , ^itkmwfa^bdefirtkiGn^itiieceirarily fol-* 
loweth, that ey thcr the Proteftants for not bclcc- 
uing Purgatory, Prayers to Saints, Freewill, Mc- 
ritof workc^ or the Catholike for ibelecuing of 
them ate tcVjbe included . S . Gregory Naz^jansgn m 
Oratwne \j.Vnum <vni cohxret &tc.One point offayth 
agreeth Toith, another ; fo as of them altogether there ts 
made a certaine golden and ypbolefbme cbnine - 3 iberefom 
if but one opinion' or article be taken a^pay, or mad& 
doubtfully the yvbole chaine offayth "SvillBe come broken, 
A.n<i,^Pypriari.: Cum (I) JDomitms tiofter lefus.Cbrt*. 
iYtadfa' &* >: ;rafc» our .horilefus Cbritt, didteftijym 
Hignu. the Gho(pell,tbat tbofesvere his ennemyes , Tvbo "toere 
not yritfrhimy be. noted not any one berejy , but manife~ 
fihsk^Ztb, ib^ialtHtretikfiA^ofoeMer'yare his-ewm* 
wyes- faying. v-Be that is not . loithme, is agamft me y 
and be that doth. not gather Toith me, difperjeth . Luc . 

n * 
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i i \ And S .Chryfbftom : Quemadmodu fr* v mmont- (w) m tf 
U regta &£ .-. EuutasTsbo pautbmia^^ditsk^Qfihe * d Q G m * u ' 
Kings f liter jnak&b ih^hokpeece-t^tof^MiMu, 
rate i Euenfo, ypho ouertbroiveth, the leaftpart orbrar 
the oftruefay:h r may he fay d, to corrupt thewhole^ he 
proceeling^frmfthzsfmllbegmningitQ.yvgrfi 

1 9 . To come to an end of the Fathers ludg* 
ment in this point, S . Ambrofe ( n ) ihall .conclude ( n )Lib.s 
all, who thus iplaincly,, writeth thereof «& 6mm in Luc - ( ' 
harum retraxeris &c.il/ thou s halt. zewtt or deny any 9 ' 
of thefe points, thou haft retraced thy oyenefaluation^ 
for euen Heretiksfeeme to cbalkngc Chrifi to them. ,for 
no man ■»>/// deny the name of Chrift i neuertheks ,. he 
indeed denyeth Chritt^ho doth nop confefe allpointes 
of fay th t instituted by ChriH . Thus farre of the Fa- 
thers iudgment in this matter^ where I am to a_d- 
uertife the Reader. Firft (asaboue I haue touched 
in the Councels) that if all falle doctrines whatfb- 
cucr pertinacioufly defended agauift the Church 
of God, be herefyes, as the definition ofherefy a- 
boue explicated, proueth them to ;be v and as the 
Fathers of the PrimitiucChurch,and in them the 

whole Churoh o£God,hauejiiaintainc<k.t|i eBL ei- 
ther the Prot€'Sant5 prCacholikes fpr tb^ir^ifcnn 
tions & houlding of cottary doctrines, touching 
fcecwilt legatory., Braver to faints ^Jacfificc 

" " "" ~ &c» 
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&c. Ate. to be accounted herctiks • and confequet-i 
ly bpthicahot <be<iaued in chcir ReligoruPor that 
Horecikes, i^ittinuing Herctiks, cannot be faued, 
is demonstrated ; firit, from thole fearefull threats. 
6c comminations of the Apoftles thundrcd out a* 
gsift&^HfiFetik&^af w^ichpoint I hauedifcour- 
led aboue ) Secondly , from the authority of 
Chrifts church, which excludeth all Hcretiks (as 
I haueflia^ed^fmm all hope, of Valuation : And 
laftly(to-omit maay other rcafons). from that 
principle, That Heretikes are no members of Chrifts 
chunk } of which point we arc todifpute in the 
next place . Now if thefayd falfe doctrines , be 
not hcre(yes, then haue the Fathers of the primi- 
tine churchjgencrally erred in defyning them for 
hercfyes, and consequently the whole Church of 
God represented in the Fathers, as in her Pallors 
and Doctors, hath alfo therein erred, which is re- 
fa) \f^/,pugnaiHtothc holy (^Scripture, and our Saui- 
* 8 - our^pFomife. 

vEp/ir. 2 ° * * ^ c fecond thing to be aducrtifed is, 
x . that of the former authorityes of the Fathers a- 
gainfthef€fy,iflotanyofthcm^re rcftrayned by 
themt() be r^rcfics,toticlung? the Trinity ,t&e'ln* 
carnation of Chrift, his Paffion, the Articlcsof 
the cfcedq. £for of thefe heere is made no *naentk>» 

or 
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or intimation in their aUthorityes ) within which 
compafle our Formalifts in Religion, ieeke to cor 
taine their fay th ; but they are implicitly by the 
Fathers extended, to all herefies whatfocucr, whe- 
ther they concerne the fupremc and fundamental 
points ofChriftian Religion, or any other fecon- 
dary, and lefle principal! point oi the fame Reli- 
gion,, 

The fame proued from that principle , that neither He- 
retikes nor Schifmatikes, are members ofChriffs 
Church . 

CHAP. VIII. 

IN this laft place concerning the Church , we 
will Cct downe, another principle ofChriftian 
faych , and after will deduce from thence by way 
of moil neceffary inference, our conclufion heerc 
handled . The principle is this : That Heretikes 
houldingany hereJyesTebatfoeuer ,are no members of 
the church ofChrifi . The deduction is, that Here- 
tikes therefore cannot be faued ; fince none can 
befaued, butfuch as are members of Chriftes 
church . This principle is proued fas aboue is in- 
timated ) out of Gods holy word, as where it it ( a ) W »•" 
fayd: Certaine men made shipicracke touching fayth , 

L that 
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that is, they fell out of the fhip of the Church by 
lr» i. ro.-forgingof Hetties, And againe:-T%/ (b) "%>e,ktwft 
* ■ of <vs; that is, as S . Augitiiine cxpoundethy but ; of 
the Church, of which we are. The expofitions of 
which texts are warranted, cuen by force ofrea- 
fom for feeing the Church is an vnited multitude 
(for it is one Spoufe y one Kjngdome } and one Body) 
be this vnion chiefly confifleth in the profeffion 
of one fay th; it is repugnant to reafon, that they 
should be reputed as members of the Body of trie 
Church, who hauc no coniun&ion at all, in 'the 
chiefeft matters with the fayd body . 

2 . If we proceed to the teftimonyes of the 

ancient Fathers ,\ve shall find them of an vnani- 

mous judgment herein, to wit, That Heretikes are 

no members of 'the Church. yZxxd therfbre cannot be 

faued.And firfl;,occurreth SAremem ( c ) who fayth, 

(i)i\b.i thax Policarpe did conuertmany Heretikes vnto 

l * ? ' 3 ' the Church ; therefore it may be concluded , that 

thofe Heretikes before their cornier fion, were out 

of the Church . S . Cyprian ( $ fayth : Heretikes y 

fdiubai- though they he out of the Church, do challenge to them- 

mm. felues the authority of the Church 3 after the. manner of 

Apes, "Spbo not being men,yet yrould be accounted to be 

(e) hb.de men . The fame Father thus plainly writeth in 

jTlT anot " er pl' acc - * ^ m -^ Deo tofflwznwpftmt , qui 
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in EcclefaDeiainammes cfie nduerunt . They cannot 
remaim"9PitbQod i \ibo diftentin iudgment from tht 
church ofQo4- And yet more fully in the fame pla- 
ce : Nonperuenitad Chrifii pr<emia &c . He arriueth 
not to the regards ofChriH, Tt>bo leaueth the church of 
Chrifl, he is an alien, he isprophane, he is an ennemy ; 
for he cannot baue God to his Father, "toho hath not the 
Church for his Mother . And S . Hierome fay th : Qui 
non (i ) a Domino Iefu Chrijlo y fed ab alio Sec . Who 
take their denomination or name not from our Lord le- (/) Tn ^' 
fus Chrifl, hut from fame other (as the Marcionifts,Fa-i°£)Z"; 
lentinians, Montenfes, Oj/c.) are not the Church of God, 
but tbefynagogue ofAntichrifi . Finally 5 . Augufline 
f for 1 haue already dwelled ouerlong , in the au- 
thority of the Fathers) pronounceth that ; Nihil ( g ) tm. 
fie (s) formidare debet &c . A Christian ought tofeare * 
nothing fq much y as to befeparated , from the body of 
ChriH , yphich n his Churchy and yohich is one and Qa- 
thohhe -Jor tf he befeparated from the body ofChrift, 
he is not a member ofChrifi i if no member ofCbriH , 
then is he notftrengthned loith hisfpirit . But yrho hath 
not thisfpirit of God, the fame ma is not of God . Thus 
farre^ . ^«£tt/?/w:, with whome eucn the Prote- 
ftancs do ioyne heere in judgment; for D. Doue in 
his booke of pcrfuafions thus fayth : 1 his propofiti- 
on, that Herettkes are not to be communicated yvithal, is 
JL 2 undoubtedly 
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ryndoubtedly true . And D. Sutcliffe in his Examen of 
petitions t pag.y. alleadgeth the Laodicean Coun- 
celltan 31. 32. 33. in proofe thereof, thus conclu- 
ding i The Laodicean Cottncell doth direttly condetnne i 
communion ypith Heretiks t eyther in marriage or prayer. 
3 . This already allcadged may {erne to proue 
that Herctikes, are no members of the Church of 
Chrift, & consequently cannot attaine faluation • 
ilnce it is agreed among all learned men, that on- 
ly the members of the church of Chrift can find 
faluation in Chrift ,. we will in this place defcend 
toSchifmatikes, who if they be neyther of the 
Church of God,nor can iuftly expecl: any faluati- 
on (during fuch their ftatcj then afortiori^no He- 
letike, can expecl: any faluation ; fince a Schifma- 
tike belecuing all articles of Chriftian fayth,doth 
only diuide himfelfe by difbbediece, in not com* 
municating with the Church in prayer 6c Sacra- 
ments . Whereas an Heretike ( as is aboue fzyd) 
■willfully & contumacioufly maintayneth errours, 
& f alfe opinions codemned by the Church. No~& 
that a Schifinatike is not a member ofChrifis Churches 
firft proued from the Texts of Scripture ( aboue 
in part touched ) where the Church is called one 
fould of sheep loan. 10. One body. Komc 12. One fpou- 
fi, and one DmeCznt.6. But now Schifme accor- 
ding 
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Hingto its Ethnology , dcuideth that, which was 
one, into parts j lor Scbifma, being a grecke word, 
commetjr ©f the- vcihe-Scbiip, which isjcindere^ 
therefore as a rnembcr being cut off from the bo- 
dy, is no longer a part of the body ■ fo a Schifma- 
tikediuiding bimfelfe by bis owne difobedicncc ? 
from the^ommunion of the Ghurch, is no longer 
a member of the fayd Ghurch . 

4 . This verity , to wit, That Schifmaticks are 
not numbers of -the Church of Cbrtst, is (befides the 
former proofes} warranted with the authorityes , 
Sc (entences of the ancient Fathers . And firft S . 
Cyprian thus purpofely writcth ofSchifmatikcs : CO Lib - 
ejuiOticum Epifcopo non funt , in Ecclefa twnfunt . J//^. 
Thafe } -%>ho agree not -frith the Bishop (meaning thefu- 
preme Bishop of Gods Church) are not in the Church . 
And againe,tbc fayd (') Father moft elegantly co- ^l it ' at ' e ' 
pareth Schifmatikes, to Bcames diuided from the Etcltfu . 
funne, to Boughs cut off from the tree, Sc to Ri- 
uers wholy fcparated from their fpringes . Saint 
Chryfoftomc difcourfing of Schifmatikes thus 
fayth :Schifmatis(M)fgnifcantiafatiseosarguit &c. fr)mm 
The '-very fgnifi 'cation of this "toord fchifme, is afuf 3-"»'M 
ficient and ^vehement condemnatio of them &, c . W hich 
Father in another C 1 -* place, compareth a fchifma- (j)mm. 
like, to the hand cut off from the body, which l Y n 'h 

Lj there- "W- 
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thereupon ccafeth to be a member^ and expreflel^ 
affirmeth, that Schifmatjks , though they confenc 
with the Church,.of' Chrlft , \& ^pftrinc., yet' a re, 
not in the Church b £Chri$,hm_ia altera Ecckjia+ 
meaning in a Church different from the Church 
of Chrirt . S. Hierpme diftingui^hingfehifrne from 
hcrcfy thusdiicourfeth ; Inter {wbwefm&fihifmA 
(m)inc.bocmterefe arbitramur Sec s V^e take this to be the 
l-* d Ttt - difference bertoeeneberefy tfjehifme^hat berefy main* 
tayneth apefuerfe andfalfe:doclrme^ whereas febif me 
ab Ecclefia paritcr feparat, in like manner [eparatttb 
a man from the Cburckin regard of difientwn and diso- 
bedience towardes our Bishop ,S , Augustine thus wou- 
^deih a Schifmatike .: H«retici i n )i/ Schifmat'icu 
fde & congregatwnesjuas Ecclefias <vocant &c . Heretiksand 
Jimbsi. c. Scbifmatikes, do call their congregations the churches m 
But Beretikes doe ^violate their fay th, inheleeuingfal- 
fely touching God, "whereas Schifmatikes , though they 
beleeue the fame points, -which yce beleeue } yet through 
their dijfentions , they do not keep fraternall charity t 
yplterefore^oe conclude, that neyther an Heretike^belon- 
geth to the Catholike church, becaufe he loueth not God^ 
nor a Schifmatike, becaufe he loueth not his Neighbour. 
ide'ad ^° conclude , Fulgentius (°) agreeth with the for- 
Petrum mer Reuer . Father in this point, faying : Firmifi- 
cap. ^-fnetene&cc. Beleeue for certaine t and doubt not that 
~ 3 ' ' " only 
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enly Pagans, but alfo levees^ Heretikes , and Schifma- 
tifus^^dyt-duPofthk^wkoUki ihurcb, are to goto 
weriaflingjirt. 

5 . Andthus farre touching Schifmatikes , 
who becaufe they benotof the Church of Chrift, 
cannot obtaine>ia1uatk>i which point being made 
cuident, by fo many authorityes both diuine and 
human , then much more ftrongely may we con- 
cludej that Hcjretikejs^s Exceeding the Schifma- 
tikes in prauityan^i malice ^ and being excluded 
in like fort with the out of the Church of Chrift ) 
cannot he faued . But before lend this Chapter > 
giue me leaue^ good Reader, to expatiate a little , 
beyonde my defigned limits : O then you Schif- 
matikes hcere in our owne country, whofe foules 
arc fo wholy abforpt in earthy & muddy confede- 
rations, can: your eyes vpon your owne ftatcs, & 
vfe forac fmall introuerfics vpon your felucs. You 
fee whata dangerous cenfure the ancient Church 
of Chrift, bv the mouthes of its chiefc Paftors& 
Do<ftors,hath thundred againft you. Itfayth: Ton 
are not of Chrifls church, you are aliens and Hr angers 
tberto . It further pronounceth, That dying jnjucb 
your fiate^yoii art all deprmed of all hope of faluaiioh\ 
Coed God,what ftupor & dulnes of yours isthis? 
Are you Chriftians? Prcfcire then Chiift before 

thfir 
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the world . Fcarc your God more then rnaruGiuc 
thea to God, what is Gods, & <;Q..C*ik> what is 
Caefars • Reflect vpon thefc enfuing principles of 
the Catholikc, 8c therefore your ownc Religion. 

6, The one that GpdQrdinarily^leduejch.his 
grace vnto mansfoule „ by the scoriduicls of his 
facraments, and giueth abtolution of ones finnes , 
particulerly by the facrament of Pennancc , and 
confeffion ; yon wilfully depriue your fel ues, of 
the participation of the Sacraments, and therby 
of grace 8c of the rcmiflion of your finnes, 8c arc 
you not then as dryed branches, yoid of that hear 
uenly grace, which giueth life to the Conic? You 
wat the grace 8c forgiuenes of your finne, swhere 
then is your hope of eternall life? Remember the 
Apoftles wordes , 8c be afraid : Gratia Dei <vita& 
tterna y 8c do not difioyne thofe afiinder, which S. 
Paul hath fo infeparably vnited . 

7. The fecond, the vn certainty of any parri- 
culer mans faluation, which point is able toltrike 
you dead through fcare ; 8c the rather, fince it is 
noe fmall figne of mans future damnation , deli- 
beratly and willfully, 1 yeare after yeare, to diuidc 
himfelfe from the Church of Chrift, and from aj 
the fpirituall influences ftreaming from thence. 

8 . The third, that there is a Purgatory, the 

paynes 
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paines wherof, though terminable, yet arCvinfap-. 
portable. Suppofe then the beft, chat is, that you 
finally dye with true repentance, and reconciled 
to Gods Church (which yet is not in your power, 
but out of the maine Ocean of Gods mercy) ne- 
uertheles your owne fayth alTureth you, that you 
muft fuffer in that place euen infufFerable tormets 
for your former diflimulation , & that your con- 
tinuance, in thus dhTembling with God, fcruc 
but as bcllowes the more to blowc that dreadfull 
fire. Oh how great intereft then,are you to pay in 
the end,for the enioying of this your mifpet time? 
If you be Cacholikcs (though but in hart) you be- 
leiue all here faid , and thertbre may the more a£ 
(iiredly prcfage of your owne future mifery . If 
you doe not beleiue thele three former points of 
Catholik Religion, then are you lefle damned for 
want of true faith, then otherwayes by your vn- 
chaungeablc fchifmatical hues , for want of due 
conformity to the Church of Chrift j therefore 
I wishe you to awake , out of that xthifmaticall 
letargy o; the j[bu!e,and dayly meditate of that of 
the Apoltle Rom . 10 . Cor dc creditor ad iujiztiam, 
ore fit confefiio adfalutem .With the hart we be 
leeue vnto iufticc : but with the mouth confeMTori 
is made to faluation . But I will ftay ficere my 

M pennc 
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pcnnc, rcmembring my vndertaken fubicct, and 

will proceed to the next head . 

The fame proued by arguments dra^ne from reafon* 

CHAP. Villi. 



T 



O pafTe from the authority of Gods facred 
word, his holy Church, 6c the ancient Fa- 
thers the pillars eherof, touching the nature of he- 
refy, and of Heretikes, as alfo touching the vnity 
and infalibility of the fame Church, and the per- 
(bns disincorporated and feparatcd from it ; from 
all which heades it hath beene euidently cuicted , 
that a man obftinatly defending , any one errour 
in fayth and Religion, cannot expedt. faluation . It 
now remayneth , that the fame be made euident 
by force of reafon , that therby all men, enioying 
the faculty of reafon, may the more eafily fubfen- 
be to fo vndeniable a verity, & fay with the Pfal- 
T[aI oj. niift hcerein : TeHimonia tua credebiliajitnt nimts . 
Well then, the firft and chiefeft reafon , is taken 
from the caufes of true fayth, where for the better 
conceauing thereof, we are to vnderftand , that 
fayth is afupernaturallhabite, not obtayned by 
the force of Nature - 3 and that who refleth doubt- 
full 01 ftaggering of any one article, is charged by 

the 
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the Canon-law, with flat infidelity, according to 
that : Dubius (*>J infide, injidelis eft, Therfore to the (M iwi 
belicfe of any one article of fayth, two things doe f **JJ" C ' 
concurrc : the one, is thejirfi nutating ^verity (as n*rtm .' 
the fchoolemen fpeake ) which is God himfelfc : 
the (econd is the Church, propounding the arti- 
cle to be beleeued . Now when we beleeue any 
point of fayth, God,whois the Jirttreueating ^veri- 
ty ("as is faydj reucaleth it to the Church, and the 
Church propoundeth it fo reueaied , tovs to be- 
leeue i and thus we beleeue a point of fayth, tho- 
rough the authority of God reuealing, and the 
Churche propounding . And this is moll conlb- 
nant, and agreeing, with that moft admirable and 
infallible rule of fayth, fet downe by the moft an- 
cient Vincentius Lyrinenfis, in the beginning of his 
Commonitormm, dele ruing to be (lamped in chara- 
cters of gold .- 1 ( c ) haue demanded ( fayth .this Au- (c) inifo 
thourj njery many thinges, of many men, excelling if <«»*<"»? 
renowned for learning, andjanclity of life , hcrto, and m ' J '- 
by -fobat soay, I might fortify my fayth, in tyme ofhe- 
rejyes aryfing : and I euer receaued this anflcere of all 9 
or in manner of all, that yphether I , or any other, deji- 
rous.to auoyd thefaares of Heretikes , and to continue 
found in the Catholike fayth, he muft by Gods ajiiftance^ 
Fidemmunirc duplici ratione ifenfe his fayth soith 

M 2 a double 
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a double reafon • Sacrofoncti Canonis authoritate; 
deinde £cclcfi£ Catholics traditione . Firfi by au- 
thority ofGodi Trord zfecmdly y by tradition of the 
Catholike Church . Thus farre • Vinccntius . Thus 
we fee, where we beleeue any thing, though it be 
materially true, and not through this former au- 
thority , this is not fupernaturall beiiefe in vs,but 
only an opinion grounded vpon other reafons &c 
inducements . Euen as the Turke beleeueth, that 
there is one God > Creatour of the world, yet this 
his belecfe is no true fay th, but only an opinion 
of a thing, which is true } fince this his beiiefe , is 
grounded only vpon his Alcoran, being otherwife a 
fabulous booke, though of the being of one God, 
it fpeaketh truly . 

2 . Now to apply this to my purpofe . This 
first reuealing <verity % which is God( through whofe 
authority wee ought to beleeue eucry article of 
faythj doth with one and the like authority, re- 
ueale all articles of Chriftian Rel igion - t fo as it is 
as forcibly to be beleeued, that there is (for ex- 
ample ) a Purgatory , or that we may pray to 
to Saints (Yuppoie thdc articles to be truej as thac 
there is a. Trinity , or that Chr id was incarnated. 
From whece it ineuicably followeth,that who be- 
leeueth in the Trinity, and yet doth not beleeue 

thae 
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that there is a Purgatory, or that we may pray to 
Saints, hath no true and fupernaturall beiiefc of 
the Trinity j but only beleeueth that there is a 
Trinity, because he is perfuaded thereto , only 
by his owne reafon, or through fome other hu- 
mane authority . For ifhe did beleeue,that there 
is a Trinity ,or that Chrift was incarnate through 
the authority of God fo reuealing this truth, fo to 
be bcleeued, by the fame authority he would haue 
befceued , that there k a Purgatory , and that 
we ought to pray to Saints, feeing both the arti- 
cles of the Trinity , and of Purgatory , or pray- 
ing to Saints, are equally , and indifferently alike 
propounded by God , and by his Church to be 
Deleeued * 

3. And feeing to the fame authority , euer 
the fame reuerence, affiance , and credit is to be 
giuen ," thus we may demonftratiuely conclude , 
that what Proteftant dothbeleeue in the Trini- 
ty, and yet doth not beleeue, that there is Pur- 
gatory , Praying to Saints , Freewill , the JKeall 
pretence (admitting them once to be true] or any 
other pointscontrouerted, betweene the Catho- 
likes and the Proteftants -, the fame man hath no 
true fayth of the Trinity, of the Incarnation- a 
and consequently for wane of a true, and fuper- 

M 3 natural! 
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naturall fay th cannot be faued , fince we reade ? 
($ him 6}ui rum (<9 credit, condemnabitur . Who beleeueth not 9 
1 6 • shalbe condemned . And from this former ground i t 
(t) i. i.q it proceeded}, that S . Thomas, & and all learned 
5-4r;. 3. fchoolemen teach, that who belciueth not only 
for Gods anthority, (b reuealingany point what- 
foeucr, great, ox (mall, fundamental or not fiinda- 
mental,the fame man belieueth not any other ar- 
ticle at all, with a true and fupernaturatl faithe ; 
And hereto accordeth thofe words of C^ Tertullia, 
dljnftr. agzinll Falentinus an Hactikc: Some tbinges of the 
law and Prophets Valenxinus approueth ,fome t hinge he 
difaloypeth, that is, he difallovpech all , "tob/left he dif- 
prouethfome .Which fcntence of Tertullian , mull 
of neceflity be true, iincewho reiccleth the au- 
thority of God, in not beleeuing any one article , 
propounded by God to be belceued,the fame man 
begetteth afufpition or doubt oi Gods authority, 
for the beleeuing of any other article how f unda- 
mentall foeuer . 

4 . Another reafon may be taken from a di- 
lliindtion of fay th vied by the learned, which faith 
is of two (brts : the one they call ExpUatefayth 5 
the other. Implmte .Expliattfayth is that, which 
all men vndcr paine of damnation, are bound ex- 
preiteiy to bcleeue ? as the Trinity, the Incarnati- 
on of 



Quj mm credit, condemnaUtur, p J 

on or our Sauiour, his paffion, the Decalogue, or 
ten Commandements &c . Impkcitefaytb is that 
which comprehcndcch all thofe pointes, which a 
man is not bound cxpreffely and diftinctly to be- 
lceue in partkuler (Enough he be expreifely boiid 
not to beleeue any thing contrary thcrto ) but is 
to reft in the iudgment of the Church, cocerning 
allfuch points _, and what the Church oFChrilt 
houldeth therein, implicitly to beleeue . Thisdii 
ftinclion is warranted, not only in the iudgment Cs) D - 
of all Catholike fchoole men, but alio in the iud- ^ V*- 
gement of the moft learned ($») Proteftats (though »» arm 
they forbcare the phraf-s, ofExplicite and Implicit* v H ^ r „ 
fayth) and particulerly of-D . Field, who in thefc mEcdef. 
wordes following giucth the reafon therof, faying: J^f"''* 
For feeing (W the Controuerfies of Religion in our tyme , 2 jj. by 
are growne in number fo many, and in nature fointri-^ tla "^- 
cate, that few ham tyme, and leafure , fewer Strength of ' t ^ ;/ 
rvnderjlanding to examine them, what remayneth for £<g"» 
men defirous offatisfatlion in things offiich confequece, ng '* ' 
but diligently to fearch out t which among all thejocie- (b)h}H$ 
tyes of men in the World, is that blejfed company of holy T J e t *f e 
ones, that houfehould of fayth, thatfpoufeof Chrifl, 1st ciwcbin 
Church of the limng God, which is the pillar and ground jj^fjjjjj 
Qftriifb, thatfo they may imbrace her communion, foU y to the 
low for directions, and refi inheriudgments. Thus A i rchh >- 

Doctor " 
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Do&otField . 

5 -. Now this diftirt&ion being prefuppofcd,I 
thus argue, boch thefe kinds of faith, are neceila- 
ry to faluation . Explicite faith , becaufe it com- 
pfehendcth , all thofe fundamental andfupremc 
points of Chriftian. Rejigip, without the exprefle 
and articulate knowledge of which a man cannoc 
be faued . And thefe be chofe oniy, which Newtra- 
Iifts in Religion heuld neceiTary to be bclieued : 
Implicite faith, of other points alfo is neceflary to 
faluation , becaufe othcrwyfe then beleiuiug im- 
plicitcly fie inuoiuedly what che Church teacheth 
therin , we cannot (according to the former Do- 
clours wordes ) find out that hlejjed company of 
holy ones , the houfehould of fayth, thefpoufe ofChrifl t 
& Church of the lining God . And feeing Implicite 
faytbjs neceffary to faluation , we muit graunt, 
that this Implicite favtb hath feme obieel- ; che ob- 
iect is not the article of the Trinity, the incarna- 
tio,the Decalogue &c.lTnce thefe arc the obiecls 
of Explicite faytb fas is aboue intimated,) therfore 
articles ieeming of leller importance , arc the ob- 
iecl: of implicite faytb^ the which as a man is bound 
implicitly to beieeue in the fayth of the Church , 
fo is he bound not to beieeue any thing contrary 
to the fayd articles. Seeing then diuers controuer- 

iies 
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fics betweene the Catholikes and the Protcftants* 
are included vnder this implicitefaith,a.nd that the 
Church of God, houldeth but one way of them 1 
it follower hxhat one fide of the cotrary bclciuers 
of thofe points doth erre in their bcliefe, and con- 
sequently through want of this true Sc neccflary 
implicitefaytb, cannot be faued . 

6. A third rcalbn, may be this. It is proper, & 
peculier to vermes infufed (& fuch be Fay th, Ho- 
pe, 8c Charity ) that cuery fuch vertuc is wholcly 
extinguished by any one act contrary to the fayd 
vcrtue. Thus for exaplc, one mortal finne,taketh ,.. UtA - 
away al charity &c grace, according that:H<? Q) that C4f . z . 
offendetb in one, is made guilty of all. One act of def 
paire,dcftroyeth the whole vertuc of Hope , then 
by the fame rcafon,onc herefy wholcly corrupteth 
& extinguished all true fayth . Therefore feeing 
FaythisaTheologicall,andinfufcd vertuc, this 
fayth is deilroyed with one act of herefy, whether 
it be about Purgatory, Prayer to Saints, Frecwil, 
or any other cotroueriy between the Catholiks & 
the Proteftants j therfbrc whofeuer »denyeth Pur- 
gatory, or any of the rchYgranting their doctrins 
to be true) is .depriued of all infufed fayth tou- 
ching any article of Christian Religion, whe- 
ther they concemc the Trinity , or the Jncarna- 
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tion, or any other fundamental! point, which he 
may feeme to beleeuc : but without fayth (thatis , 
without true,- infufed, and Theological faith \)tt 
is impofiibleto pleafe God 7 as> the PO Apoftle affurcth 
\s . 

4. Another reafon may be this 3 Thefe New5- 
tralifls in Religion, doe not agree euen in the ge- 
neral grounds of Chnftian faith, to wjt,in the Ar- 
ticles of one God/of the Trinity, ofChriil &c . 
with any other Chriitias. This is proued, becaufe 
as all other Chriftians, dobelccue in thefc gene- 
ral headsjfo doth each of them particulerly agree, 
that thefe generall principles arc to be limited & 
bounded to eucry ones particuler fecte , as the 
Protcftant (for example; beleeueth otherwayes in 
God, the Trinity, and Ghrift, then the Catholi- 
kesdoeCas is els where demonftratedj But now 
thefe our Newtralifts, doe not limit the forefayde 
principles, to any particuler feci;, or in any parti- 
culer manner j therefore it evidently followeth , 
that they hade no true bclicfc,euen of thofc gene- 
rall andiundamentall articles . 

5 . A fift reafbn shalbc this. It is mod ccrtaine, 
that what generall propcnfion, Nature for rather 
God himlclfe, by nature as his inftrume'ntj hath 
irigraftcd in all men, the fame is in iz felfe , moil 

true. 
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true, certaine, and warrantable . As for example, 
Nature hath implanted in cch mans foule,a fecret 
rcmorfc of Conscience for finnes and tranigreffi- 
ons committed, as alfo a fea$e of future punishe- 
ment, to be inflicted for the (ayd finnes perpetra- 
ted ; therefore, from hence it may infallibly be co- 
eluded, that firine it felfe is to be auoyded, & that 
after this life there is a retribution of punishment, 
for our offenfes done in this world ;iince other- 
wayes it would follow, that God should infert in 
the fbule of man (idly, vainly and as directed to 
no endj ccrtainc ruturallimpref lions 8c inftinclis, 
which to affirmc were moft derogatory to hisdi- 
uine maieily and wifedome, & repugnant to that 
anciently xeceaued Axiome : God, if Natureypor- 
fyihtw})wg>m njiunt- Now to apply this, v/e find 
hath by hiftory, and by experience, that diucrs 
zealous, and feruent Profeftburs of all Religions 
wharfoeuer (both true and faUe) haue beene moft 
ready to;e>'p.ofe their Hues in defence of any im- 
pugned part , or branch of their Religion , from 
which vndaunted rcfolution of theirs, we certain- 
ly collet, that xhis their conftant determination 
of defending the lead point of their Religio, pro- 
ceeded! partly from a generall inftinct of God, 
impreifedin mans fbuley teaching each man, thai 
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death it fclfe is rather to be fuffered,thcn we are to 
deny any part of fayth and Religion in generall . 
And thus according hcreto,we find rhat the Athe- 
nians, who were Heavens (though they diderre 
touching the particuler Gbiect herein,as worship- 
ping falie GodsJ were molt cauteious, that jio one 
point should be infringed or violated touching 
the worshiping of their Gods . The like religious 
(i^cont f eiienc y was pra&ifed by the lewes, as lofephusi.0 
Apori . witnefleth \ And God himfelfe eucn in his ownc 
writte word threatneth, that , Who v m ) sbaleytker 
2*. ' adde or diminish to the bookt of the Apocalips , "written 
by the Euangelifl t from him he.ypill takeaway his pari 
out of the booke of life. Now if fuch dager be threat- 
ncd for adding to, or taking fro more or len%,the 
was fct downe by the EuangeliH in thisose -booke, 
how can then both the Catholiks and Proteftants 
hauc their names writte-in the booke of life?Since 
it is certaine and granted on all (ides, that ey ther 
the Catholike addeth more to the fayth of Chrift, 
then was by him inftituted, or the Proteftant ta- 
keth from the fayd fayth diuers articles, which 
Chrift & his Apollles did teach.But to returne to 
our former reafon : From al this, we deduce, that 
no points of true Religion, are of fuch cold indif- 
fcrecyj as that they are notmochto be regarded, 

"~ or 
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or that they may be maintayned cotrary wayes by 
contrary fpirits, without any danger to mansfal- 
uation ^ but that they are of that n.atureyworth,& 
dignity, as a man istovndergo all torments, yea 
death it felfe, before he yeald, or fuffer the leaft 
relapfe.in denying any of the fayd verityes . 

6 . The ilxt and laft reafon, to prone that the 
maintayning of falfe doctrins nowqueftioned be- 
twene the Chriftiaas of thefc.tymes,are monVprc-r 
judicial &, hurtful to the obtaining b£our>beauciy 
blifTe, wherin at this tyme I wil infift,may be take 
fro the confederation of the differet effects, which 
the contrary doctrines feetweene the Gaiboliks 8c 
the Proteftants produce in mans fbule, touching 
the excrcifing of vertue or vice : fince moftvn- 
doubted it is, that the belecuing of fuch opinions 
which of their owne nature do impel, & as it were 
violetly draw the foule to vice,looiencs, be impu- 
rity of manners 8c conuerfation, canot ftand with 
the hope of eternal happines. And the chief reafo 
hereof (befids others) is this,in that :he wil,which 
is the feate of vertue or vice, doth necefTarily and 
iirefiftably worke, as the vnderftanding (in which 
refide fay th & all falfe doctrines) doth dictate to 
the wil: now then the vnderftading being infected 
with to?dScs,^diRg-dir^j[jCQ'die pjltingof vice 

.N3 and era- 
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Ofadicatingjof all Vcrtue in the (bule , itof neceftl- 
ty follweth, that theAviU mull worjcc and exercife 
iDicltVaC'Cardingi ca. thdr ialfe principles, which 
the vnderftandmg fuggeileth to the will for true, 
and that with the greater facility^ in regard of the 
prones ofmatas aatitrc^ihpcvuglvoxir firibParents 
fall jindmedto- liberty , pleaibrc, and fehfoai-i t'y. 
Butbecaufcthefobieel: of this reafon is a lardge 
fieJdrvvhxarin tqwalkeyik: the tenth fchcrdf 'is to-ap- 
peare iiylfcuorali iafiaaccs: , drawn c- from 'di tiers 
particukr doctrines, maintained ac this prcfifcfit by 
the Proteftants,-andall breathing nothing ', but 
vi<k^ ^liflolKstibn > iind all? turpitude in manners • 
therfbre twill refeme the next enfuing chapter, 
fur the fuller manifeftauoai of the truth in this 
point. 

The fame proued from the different effects of<vertue y 

and'vice^jjici) Cathohkt- and Protejlam Rcli- 

gjorr-d-o-cdgfe in 1 Imr. Prof t[j on . 

CHAP. X. 

I" 1 H e i'-ftr'ft-clQ&fincof this -nature , wherein 
We'willmfift , maintayticd by the Prote- 
Hants, and'denyed by the Gatholikcs , is the im- 
p9pbiktjt>dfiki6£ingQ&(k e(Mmar$*mits v According 
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hecreco Luther fayth : The (*) ten commandemem ap- ^^J' 
p&name not ro'ebrijtiam ."Witfi ^b'rfte^Z^ ^?)3?j" 
rech in i; thde VordesV-'Tfe^^M (h) Aa ^ 




g/we -tw amity to keep it, but Cbnjt haWJWjWeu.it jor v j m . ^ 
^ . And finally D . vyh'nakev in thitl^ntence of 5 6 4- 
his ;' '£ini^)creduM y ijnohfuntji{L> h'ge ^ fed' fub' gratia^ 
Quid'plura ? Chrijham execrationi 'Ieg/s hberantur . ;d)cont. 
lhey\ ~%>bo bekeue, are not --zmdet the 1 iaie , but bonder c ^ n '\ ' 
g-ra* . KFhatnwrein : tIj^yDh]rHVd' i beja i ydf i Chrtjtk 15?. 
*w <ire freed from the curfebftbe'iA§> i, &bw then if 
Chriitians be freed from the curie of keeping the 
lawfwheint the ten cplrfiffjiriftfei'encs are" contai- 
ned' ■)■ hdw -bah. "the breach oF'thent ' be any way 
hurcefull to the violatours of them ? And if the 
comandments were neither giueivvs Itp keep v n'or 
we hand power to'^ee^c' them , V^y'snoula tfie 
theife forbeare to ircale, or the homicide to com- 
mie murther? Who fee th not how this doctrine 
di&oaragcth a ma- froth tilling Verduoufly^y bri- 
deling his vrir uly ■ ahdHdnifiJa! 1 de fires? 

2.. Secondly couching Charity, the Pieteftants 
teach that GhaiBty fsno'r/ih otTr power. And hen- 
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(e) r«w. C c it is, that Luther thus writeth : It is 0) not in our 
V^'de' $°'® er t0 kmithovt a ypoman ifc.lt is not in our power, 
mxrim. that it should 'he flay cd or ■omittedjbut it is as necejfary., 
as to eate, drinke f purge, make dearie the tio/e ifc. To 
(J) m hu whome. (omitting all others for greater breuity) 
re fnmd fyj , perhns fubfcribeth faying ; The njoye ( f J of con- 
1*g-i6i- ttnmc J-i ts mt iff the power of mm j that <~voypeth. Now 
this doctrine being imbraced for true, h ow forci- 
bly doth it inuite ( or rather impel! ) all people 
vnmaried (either men or women) to fatisfy their 
lull by their owne incontinent hues ? In Jikc fort, 
what great encouragement doth ic giue to maried 
perfbns to violate the band of matrimony ,, when 
cither of the perfons through abfence, or longe 
ficknes , or fomc other fuddaine and accidental! 
impotency , cannot render the debt of matrimo- 
ny ? And the parties thus finning , either maried 
or vnmaried being cxpoftulated &c chardged with 
their offence thcrin , may they not iuftly reply in 
excufeof them felues, that they are not to be bla- 
med or rebuked for their incontinency, feeing by 
their owne doctrine 6c Religion they arc exprefe« 
ly taught that they hauenot the guift of Chaflity, 
and that it is not in their power, to liue chaftly & 
continently. 

3 ■ Thirdly, the Protectants d o&rine of a&- 
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mail and mortalljinne doth wounderfuJly extenuate 
and leffen the atrocity and malice of finne in the 
beleeuers of that doctrine . For the Proteftan ts do 
teach, that there is no fuch difference of finnes in 
themfelues , but that the moft grieuous finnes 
whatfbeuer , being committed by any one, that 
hath true fayth, are but vcniallj and their reafon 
therfbre is,becaufe in their doctrine,no finnes arc 
imputed to fuclv, who haue true fayth . Thus a c- Cs) °f 
cordingly D . Whitakers teacheth : Si quis attum Km*. 
fidei habet> etpeccata non nocent » Sinne is not hurtc- «»«• *• 
foil to him, who actually belecueth: who did lear- VJ^' 
ne this of his graund Maifter Luther, who wry ting 
of this point, fayth: No( h ) Swrke. is d/Jalloieed of &£"**' 
God, amies the author thereof he dij allowed before. All engiubti 
which being erated as true doctrine,it mull needs &f un - 

,. ,,. , & °. ' „ , «, , , . , ir , ted anm 

fouow, that who io shall take himielre to be one 1578. p. 
of thefe faythfoll Cas euery Protectant is bound by *7<» 
his owne Religion to beleeue of himfelfe ) mall 
make fmall accompt of omitting any finne ; con- 
fidering he is taught by the formtr doctrine to 
beleeue, that ( to vie the wordesofoneoftheir Q)w e u 
owne Mai Iters:) Sinw CO is pardoned him. as [cone as tmm fo 

■ * * J anftt'cre 

it is committed. t » tin late 

4 . The Protectants doctrine .of Reprobation , M"i> "- 

in&deitudlofFreeJ»iU y mightily difanimateth andp\„ *• 
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difcourageth the beleeuers thereof, from em* 
bracing of vertue , and efchewing of finne : for if 
it be true f as this their doctrine fuggeiteth ) 
thac fbme men are borne, euen from their mo- 
thers wombe , without any reference to their 
workts, reprobates , or thrall to eternall damna- 
tion , and cannot be faued, to what end fliould 
they feeke their owne faluation , by a true fayth, 
auoyding of finne , and the practifing of a peni- 
tentiall , and vertuous life ? Or if we haue not 
Freewill , with the concurrency of Gods grace 
to doc well (as the former doctrine inftru^teth 
vs ) why mould we bend onr beft endeauours, 
to embrace vertue and to flye all vice - t fince it 
is not in our 'power ( accordingc to the Prote- 
ctants fay th ) to exercife the one > and to fly the 
other I 

-) . To this may be adioyned the Protectants 
like dodtrine of Predeflination, and their fuppo» 
fed certainty of* faluation : for admit , that men 
be predeftinated to heaaen without any refpect or 
reference to their workes, or Hues ? and that doe 
what wickednes they can imagine , yet certaine 
it is , that they shalbe faued • is not this docTxine 
moll potent and forcible , to difTuade all the be* 
leeaers therof^ from exercifing an auftcre pious, 
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and Religious life, and to cngulfe themfelues in 
all kindes of enormitycs and fames ; and the ra- 
ther, confidering how precipitious and headlong 
mans nature is to fame , and to decline all rigo- 
rous and exemplar courfes of vertue ; efpecially 
if Co the ca.Cc Hands, that man can ney ther aduan- 
tage or hurt himfelfe by any fuch different man- 
ners of life. Now that by the Proteftants do- 
ctrine , no finne can endanger the predeitinate , 
in regard of their certainty of Valuation , appea- 
reth . Anfwearably heereto wee finde Doctour 
Fulke to fay of Dauids Adultery \Damd^ft>bm^ r w 
he committed adultery , teas , and r may tied the tbilde diftut. 
of God . And Be^a himfelfe to the like purpofe , «wl» *'- 
thus writteth thereof : Dauid W by his Adultery C ap . the 
andnjnrtber,didnotloofetbeHvIyGbofi. So power- 2 - da 7 ci 
fully doe thefe their pofitions incline men , to fa- tm * tmt ' 
tisfy their defaes, in all vice, impiety s and fenfu- Qunrtf* 

ality . g^ 

6 . Touching the Proteftants doctrine of Momish: 
Iuftification by Fayth only , which potentially ?" rte d " 
includes diucrs of the other pointes heere let 7i . 
downe , and which pofition of its owne nature „ 
excludeth from Iuftification all workes, how ver- 
tuous , meritorious and pious foeuer , we find the 
Proteftants thus to fay - y lMthtr {peaking heereof , 
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(w)Co»- burfteth forth with wounderf'uil rashnes, faying ; 
tTa.ti. Fides (™)nifftfne&c. Fnlejfe fayth be without the 
i uc . kaft good yporkes, it doth not iujlify • nay it is no fayth , 
That iuftification by fayth only extinguifheth al 
cxercife of vertue, is iuftifyed not only by experi- 
ence of thefe dayes, but alfo by the acknowledge- 
ment euen of fome learnedft Proteftants - } for thus 
Jacobus Andreas (a famous Proteftant ) complay- 
ninganddiflikingof this doctrine, writcth : AJe- 
rious and Cbriftian difcipline is cenfured "With <~vs as a 
neyp Papacy ,- and a neyp Monachifme : they fay y?e haiie 
nolo learned to befaued , by only fayth in Chrifi ifc. 
We cannot fat isfy by our faffing , prayer, i?c . there* 
fore permit j that Toe maygiue ouer thefe, feeing sve may 
befaued otbcrivife, by the only grace of God. And to the 
end (fayth this Author further) that all the -world 
may know they be no Papifts, nor trujl in good yvorkes , 
they take acourfe to put none inpraclice . With whofe 
true iudgment heerein M „.Stubbs an english Pro- 
tectant feemeth to conrpire, faying ; The Ov Prote- 
(»^ in bis ft ant tru {l et h >° befaued by a bare & nak ed fayth (de- 
m«UHeto ceauinghimfelfe) "Without good ymrkes y . and therefore 
*ktf"hh O'^r caret h not for them, or at leaftfetteth little by 
ud i 5 66 them . And thus fsrre touching good works, who- 
f^-42 . ] c jy cx ij c J an d banif hed by the docirine of Iufti- 
fication by fayth only . Now that this docirine of 
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[unification by fayth only doth incorporate (as it 
were) within it feife, and admit all kind of finnes, 
appeareth no leffc from the frequent acknowled- ( ) rem. 
gement of the learned Protectants . And firft Lu- i-*>itte. 
ther thus writethheereof; A(p) Cbrijlian baptijed fj^ 
is Jo rich } that (p) although he "would, he cannot loofe his 74. 
Jaluation, by anyfinne, bow great Joeuer s ajnles he Will , . r ,. 
notbeleeue . And further in another place : As no- f tt pa. 
thing (<]) luftifyetb , but beleefe -fo nothingfinneth but 
<vnbeliefe . To which doctrine D. Whitaker (as a- ££"' 
boue is showed) accordcth faying. Sinnes ( r ) are not "mm. 
burtfullto him y that bekeuetb . And thus much now c ^' e ' 
touching the doctrine of 1 uftficatio by faith, wher 
we fee cuen by the confefljon of the Protectants, yj ^ 
that this doctrine preuayleth in the ProfefTours of 
it, no leile for committing of all finne and iniqui- 
ty j then for the expelling and banishing away of 
all good workes, vertue and deuotion . 

7 . Touching the Proteltants particuler do- 
ctrines ofFafting, Voluntary pouerty^ and Chaflity or 
Virginity. And flrft ofFaftmg. M. Pe. kins teacheth 

thus : Fajling CO in itfelfe y is but a thing indifferent , fej^jj 
as is eating or drinking .With whome confpireth D. CdthaUk, 
Willet in more full tearmes, faying : Neyther &isM- 2ZO 
Cod better Worshipped by eating, or not eating . ( f ) i n £„ 

8 . Voluntary pouerty is fb debated by the P ro- m ?f- 1 \ 

O3 teftants 243 ' 
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teftantes doctrine , as that the forefayd Dodtouf 

VVillet thus teacheth hcereof : He ( v -> is an ennemy 

00 In '&- to the glory of God , 7»ho cbaungeth bis riche ejiate , 

mpJ-M- ypff erem b e m ay feme God, for a poor 'e ; fo contrary 

is he to the Judgement of our Sauiour, Mattb, 

to. faying : J/C x ) thou K>dt be perfect 9 go fell tbyfub* 

fiance, andgiue to the poore ? and thou shalt ham trea* 

Jure in heauen . 

o * Laftly, touching/wg/e life ' m comparison 

with marriage, Maifter Luther thus fay th : FPe ly) 

)?.y/ini. conclude , that manage is asgould, andjpirituall, or 

in exeg. Jingle life a* dunge . And Dolour VFhitaker like- 

j.Jw'wife teacheth thereof in this manner, faying : 
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Virginity is notfmply good 9 hut after a certaine man 

„ ner - } it is neuer better then C z ) marriage , but in regard 

campf.of the circumftance , that is, of the troubles accompa- 

wt.8. nyingmariadge . Now I hcere demand with what 

encouragment can any man goe about to practife 

thefe forefayd vertues of rafting, voluntary po- 

uerty, and perpetuali virginity, if he befirmcly 

and inwarde!y perfwaded , that the Proteflantes 

former pofitions, and doctrines touching the 

fayd vertues, be true , and agreeable to Chriftcs 

facred inftitutions . ? But to haften to an end in 

this matter, I will conclude with the Proteilants 

doctrine touchinge Purgatory , and Confefdon 

of 
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finnes. 

to. Concerning Confeffion of finnes, it is 
found by experience , that ( befides the firft in- 
ilitution therof by Chrift , Mattb. 18 . loan. 20 . ) 
a man is much deterred from finning, through 
the shame that he is to endure , by confeffing 
his moll fecret finnes to a Pricftj as on the con- 
trary , it much enboldeneth one to finne, if he 
be fully perfwaded by his owne Religion , that 
confeflion of them vnto God alone , is fuffici- 
ent. 

1 1 . Touching the doctrine of Purgatory yhovr 
doth the denyal of this doctrine open the fluce to 
alllibcrtye . ? And concerninge luflice , it taketh 
away all reftitution of things wrongfully detay- 
ned; fince by the Proteftants doctrine teaching, 
that no temporall punishementrernayneth for 
finne once remitted, all fatisfaction for wrongs > 
and for committing of former finnes, and al mor- 
tification of body and foule, are needles ; and fi- 
nally ,this doctrine freeth a man from all feare of 
fuffering any punishment after this life • and this 
-vnder couler, that Chrift hath fatisfyed for the 
ifmso f the whole world : by which reafon,we may 
as well fay, that we neede not to pray at all , fince 
Chrift in the tyme of hispaffio, prayed for aLBut 

«ow 
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now to cafl our eyes backe vpon the forcfayd do* 
ctrines, if all the different opinions of fayth in 
Controuerfies ., betweene the Catholikes 6c the 
Proteftants, were meerely fpcculatiue , without a- 
ny reference to the vcrtuous or vicious working 
& operation of the will, deriucd from them, then 
with (ome fhow of reafon, in a vulgar iudgement, 
it might be auerred , that (Tuppoiing they touch 
not the Chriftian fayth; they might eytheraffir- 
matiuely or negatiuely be houlden without all da- 
ger of faluation : fuch were the bercfyes of ( b ) Ori* 
blrafter & m > teaching that the Diuclls in the end of the 
s.Aufin world fhould be fauedj of S. Cyprian touching re- 
bereft b a p t i zat i onj an J diuers fuch like ; for the main- 
taining of which points eyther way, the wil(in refc 
pec"t. of any externali working or operation drawn 
from thence) can fucke no poyfon .But the cafe is 
farre different in the former doctrines Cct downe , 
for we find, that the laid doctrines , which breath 
nothing butdiffolution and all turpitude of man- 
ners euen in fpecuiation,muft forcibly and irarae* 
diately touch the pulfe of the wil ^ the will necef* 
farily beating and indeede breaking out into out- 
ward actions of vice & liberty , according as it re- 
maynes infected with the contagion and poyfon 
of the former dodtrinall {peculations 9 Well then, 

this 
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this vpon neceflary inference bejijig graced, fpfl$ 
forcible working, effect, force , and operation of 
thefaid doctrines are in the wil,nothiAg but liber- 
ty, difoludon of manners, improbity, fenfuali{y, 
and finne, I referre to the iudgment of any man, 
whether thefaid doctrines be ; but pointesof incfi- 
ferency, or no, and may be defended and beleiued 
either way, without preiudice to the beleiuers true 
faith, and danger to his Saluation, as our forma- 
li its doe aucrre . For can it poj(Ii bly §$■ cgnceaned, 
chat thefe doctrines should he reputed indiflfer^c 
to mans faluation , or in themfelues true, which 
(as is proucdj forcibly impel! the >vill to all kind 
of vice, againjft which, Gpd bath thundered out 
fuch dreadfull threats, as where it is laid: Pfal. 9}. 
All they that "ftorke iniquity shalbe confounded. .. And 
againe Ecclefialt.. 40 Death, blouse, .contention edge 
effaorde y opprefion , hunger ', contrition, "Schick, ape 
created for Jinnen. And further Pfal. o. 10. God 
shall nugmfnares of fire <vponfmners > brimftope, yviih 
tempefiiiousymides , slmlbe the portion \ufxheir cuppe.. 
And heereto I adioyne euen the acknowlcdgemet 
of Proteftants themfciues, who confelfe that the 
hues of the Catholikes, are commonly of a more 
vertuous and better edification, then the liues of 
Protectants, who by their owne confeffions lye 

£ '""" groueling 
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woiidmgj'flaiffciifoality • forcuen Luther thus 

Sythficcrof : W- ben ( d ) we weref educed by thePope^ 

mTlT^J rtXnM' ^fj'n^yfvt{v^g^d^kcr^<md- MX 

foil Tn- ^^^^nejiheffdHb^mfkmmeth any ihinge, but 

mtattm . ^ Ifpgfr all tdWrnfilfi], 'by exaction , pillage, tbefc, 

lymg^Jfwy&xcy>T^to^ omit 

^i^sri^td)^M^ukP3ihmM Procefta'nt'fob- 

mn"c!p'. faftqth' laying-': Pt^J-i/enm eUfateor&c. That I 

<fr D<r«/- rriayxorftffe tbtifUib-heremytbey are become fo ^unlike 

'" " p j£ ■^i^-/^j c ^e^^M f 1i>%^s'^ , //* Ai^rfty they were 

upi . Ref'rgious 'in their] erroUrs and fuptrfimon , now in the 

hjrhf of the foiowhe truth, they aremoreprdpbane l?c- m 

Wen fb's faery 'formes of 'the WOrfd-: Wliieh djfparity 

^PIifes4iiid-ebnu l crfatf6& , Cannot be luftly afcri- 

bt$ cq any other eaufe,then in chat the Proteftats 

u;c*re*ready to put in practifcjwhat afore theyhaue 

feared 'by fpectflatiori- of their J ownedo<5trine5i 

w hiBh point then being thus , I meane that the 

doftrfn'es of the Proteftants doe depreffe venue, 

and blandish, countenance, Sc elate vice , & that 

therripon the lilies of the 'Proteitants (by confef- 

fion of themfeluesj and to the diiedifying of their 

followers, arc become actually farre worfeand 

leffe vertuous, then 'the hues of the Cacholikes', 

I hecre demand , how it can be warranted with 

any show of reafon, that thefc doctrines of the 

Proteftants 
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Frpteftants begetting fo great&change from 'Ver* 
tue ; to ; vice ifl their, prpfeffoum * i fiasa m^p^^d^ 
but as poii>ts;of indifi^nenjEy . ? -Qr$has esien.be lieb 
uing themjpradtiling them iii tfreit cpnuerfation, 
and finan^dyingui.then^fiaij jbe {a.ued£f&iC;QOrt 
trary it is tp.our SayjUmift precept iJftheu mU\m+. ^ , 
tar into life , keepe the Comman&ements . 

The fame proued frqtn jhe fearefull deaths ofthefrfi 
preachers *of Proteftancy * 

CHAP. XI. 

IN thi s next place \vc;SvM ! brJefty take a tatty 
of, the particuler deathes of fomc few of the 
chiefeft Protcftants, who haue beenc the.firft (ta- 
pers &. broachers of the Cpntrouerfycshetweene 
the Cathohkesand the Prdteiitants ; and then we 
will leaiie to the iudgmct of others,whethcr thofe 
kindes of deaths do befall (' in Gods, accuftomed 
proceeding) to men, who firii did fet £>n foot , and 
maintayned fuch points & positions of Religion , 
as that ey ther the beleeuing, or not beleeuing of 
them, may well comport &. Hand togeather with 
mans filiation . 

2. Tobeginne then with Luther, omitting 
to fpeake eyther of his vicious life, or of the lines 

P2 Of 
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of others hereafter fetdownc , though confefled , 

Sc d&jnUycd fm faeh by many of their owne-bre- 

(i)Coch- ^ ten •'^'* cer^ainfc, that Lutberify dyed very fo- 

/*«*»» dainty; for when at fupper being in good health, 

T ' r4 i lM " he had daintily fed vpon great variety of meates , 

and entertained h\$ gaefts th^n with him, with 

witty (but difl&fote) dHeourfcs, the. very fame 

night he dyed . Ztt/wg/m* was flame in the warres 

in Germany vndtrtaken for Religion only againfl: 

the Cathohkes, in which Carres he dyed not as a 

preacher, but as a warriour, & dyed in the field - 3 

„ and yet in fuch fort, that Gualterus an earned Pro- 

ums in teftant fay th thus of him : NojinWilh isfc. Dmers 

Apiegu of <vs art not ashamed to pronounce Zuinghtis to haue 

IZlio*' dyed injinne 3 and therefore to ham dyed the forme of 

b$U Oac&lampadtaiS'i^ f-rcputed Bishop of Bafill, 

^ K ^' ' where he lyeth buryed) and a man moft forward 

acits lu- in fpreading the points of Proteftancy, wet helth- 

tberi . £ u j| m |j^jg 5 .^i ic was found by his wife in the 

morning dead in his bedde . Andreas Coroistadius , 
(k^Jnep. an ( k )eminentProceftant,and a great aduancet 
carZttl of the fuppofed Ghofpel, was killed by the Diuel, 
d'i . as certaine-Miftifters etien of B-a-fill do iuftify ; la- 
^nhiliil '- co ^ us Andreas a famous Lnthera,&- in other points 
facram . an earneft Proteftant, liued and dyed ( as Hqfpini- 
?"'■ ^ anM the £roteJhnt writcth ) As if '-he bad had m 
<° M89 ' " God, 
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God, but Mammon , and Bacchus j he neuer praying , 
neyther going to bedde y nor ryfing from thence. . And 
further- lay th, that m the refidue ofhislife,bc 
fhewed no godlines . To conclude Caluin (the re* 
fyner of all Proteftancy, and chiefe fupporter of 
all controverted poirits againft Catholikes ) dyed 
being confirmed with lice & wormes , extremely 
blafpheming againft God r of whofe death, Conra- 
dus Schlujfenburge (a famous Proteftant ) thus writ- 
tcch . Deus ( m ) monu fua potenti l$c . God *$eith his 
mighty hand , did <~vijit Caluin y for he def paired of his :^ /l 
Jaktation, called ijpon the Djuels,andgaue <vp hisfoule caiumif. 
ffrearing and blafpheming :. Caltmi dyed being eaten l >*-f-7** 
otoay-toith lice - for they Jo bred 'about hisprmy mem- 
bers^ that none about him could endure thejlench, and 
fmell. Thus farre the forefayd Proteftant . 

3 . Now then, feeing all chefe men beleeued 
all the fundamcntall points of Chriftian Religion 
as the Trinity, the Incarnation, the Paffion &c . 
feeing alfb they were the moft principal men, that 
flrft introduced and after diffeminaad Proteftan- 
cy throughout the world , (pending their whole 
liues in Ipreading & defending the fame by their 
writings .Finally feeing God did cut them off by 
fuch moft miferable, calamitous, and prodigious 
deaths (which is to be feared were but prefages of 

P3 the 



riff Qty Hon credit, cmdemnaUiuft 

the eternall deaths of their foules} who can others 
waks be perfuaded, but that all this was wrought 
by the iuft hand of God? Not Co much for their 
perfonall finnes proceeding of humane frailty, 
( for there were, many others, as great finners as 
they, who haue efcapedfuchdreadfull ends) but 
for their firftinue ting maintaining, 8c preaching 
of the Prbteftant faith and Religion,- & infecting 
all cotmtreyes with fuch their r'a'.fe andfenfuall 
doctrines : which being granted, how then can it 
with any touche of reaion be fuppofed, that the 
pofitionsofProteftancy, impugned by the Ca- 
tholikes, fliould containe nothing but matters of 
indifferency ? Or that a man, whether he belecue 
them, or not belecue them, may alike and indif- 
ferently be &ucd. ? 

The fame proued from the dotirint of Rea fancy 5 
taught by Catholik.es and Protectants . 

CHAP. XII. 

IHaue thought good to draw another argumct 
from the common taught and approucd do- 
ctrine of Rccufancy in cuery Religion, though 
this head may (eeme to haue a fpeciall reference, 
to the reafbn aboue touched , & in part be therm* 

implicit- 
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implicitely included, wherein is shewed, that na- 
ture her'felfe hath imprinted,in the profeflburs of 
all Religions, a religious care punctually to keep 
& preferue euery article of their Religion both in 
beliere & practiie.Now here we are to premonifli, 
that if in the judgment of all learned men ( both 
Gatholikes and Protectants ) it is thought an acti- 
on moft wicked and vnlawfull, and not to be per- 
formed, but ( without final! repentance) vnder 
paine of eternal! damnation, that a man should 
communicate only in going to the Church &to 
heare but a fermon , contrary to that Religion , 
which himlelfe beleiueth tobe true j though this 
mayfeemeto be coloured vnder pretence of ob- 
feruing the Princes commandements, and for 
fearc of looiing our tcmporall eftates 5 1 fay, if 
this adtion be thought vnlawfull, wherein neuer- 
theleile the performers therof doe punctually vn- 
dcrtake, not to maintaine or to beleeue any one 
heretical! or erroneous pofition 5 how then can it 
be reputed, as confonant to reafon, that men be- 
leiuing different opinions of faith and promifcU" 
oufly communicating in prayer, with a contrary 
Religion to their owne, should neuerthefle all be 
faued?fince the firft fault confilleth ( as fomc 
would interpret though f ajfely) only in an extcr- 
' " ' »ttil 
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nail and material! (as the fchoolcmen lpeake) go- 
ing to the Church of a difTereatReligion , wheras 
the others do directly and openly finne in defen- 
ding articles of Religion, contrary to the truth 
(*)ne vi- of Chriftian Religion j for fuch is the cafe herein, 
Mjlitio'. either of Catholiks or proteftants. 
extant in 2. Now that this kind of going to Church 
Tbelio °^ a different Religion is wholely condemned, as 
p. 5 84. molt vnlawfull and wicked, I £rft prone from the 
(b)Aiie.i- indgments of the Proteftants • iecondiy fiom the 
skydm refolutions of the Catholikes. And to begin with 
'» «»» ■ the Proteftants, we find this kind of Recufancy (I 
l"f.fs 7 . meane to he preient at the fcrmons or prayers of 
U) \uci- a different Religion ) is taught by ( a ) Caluin 3 by 
f. T 6it. < the ^Deuines of Germany, by (<0 Melanttbon, by 
(djinius (.* Peter Martyr , and finally (to omit others J by 
difcourfe j) m ^fillet. ( c > who for the better fortifying and 
wed in warranting of the fayd opinion, produceth his 
Meiinci . teftimonyes from the authorityes of Latimer , 
denTeiL Bradford, Fb'lpot, Ridley y and odiers, diuers, of 
Tbeoiog. which accoiding to this their doctrine, fuftcred 
%' 6?*'. death in Queene Maries tyme , as appeareth out 
(5) in of Foxes a£ts and Monuments . And thus much 
l*" op /, for the Proteftants . That the Gatholikcs do with 
1600. p. the like or greater feruour, teach , & practife this 

1 1 2 '<h recu ^ u:ic y3 * s c I eare by the example in our owne 

Country, 
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Countrey, where fince Proteftancy was firft plan- 
ted, many ftores of venerable and learned Priefts 
haue chofen rather to furTer death , then they 
would change their Religion, or goe once to the 
Proteftants Church - 9 their Hues being commonly 
proferred them, it To they would confotme them- 
felues, and leauc their recufancy . Jn like forte , 
many hundred of the laity pay ycarely great fom- 
mes of money for their recufancy • diuers of them 
enduring further oppreffions , disgraces, and im- 
prifonement only for the fame caufe , through 
the rigour, malice, and couetoufnes offubordinat 
Magistrates ; his maieily fwhofe clemency is moft 
remarkeable, &whomeGod long preferiie in his 
gouerneroent ouer vsj being herein mightily 
wronged , through the falfe and moil iniurious 
informations of their aduerfaryes . 

3 . Now that the doctrine of learned Catho- 
likes is aniwearable to the practife heerein , ap- 
peareth from the frequent teftimonies of diuers 
learned men of the Catholikc Church of this 
ryme : yet for greater breuity I will infift in the 
author! tycs only of three,. to wit, Cardinal 1 Baro- 
nius y Cardmall Beliarmine (the two late lampes of 
Gods Church) and ofMutius Fitellefcus, then but 
Piouinaall, now General! and head of the order 

Q^ of 
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of the Icfuits difperfed throughout all Chriftco. 
dome .For fome yeares paft their judgments be- 
ing demanded, whether the Caduiiks of £ nglad, 
for the fauing of their goods, liuings, and liberty, 
might goe to the Proteftant Church > or not to 
heare a fermon, though otherwayes they did not 
communicate in prayers and {acraments with the 
Proteftants, thefe three learned &c holy men ( be- 
fides diucrs others moft eminent Dortours and 
writers, whome I heere omitj did giue their ncga* 
tiue fentence therein, whole particulcr wordes in 
latine, I haue thought good heere to fct downe , 

The Judgment of Cardinal! Baronius . 
Vifis & confideratis y quseJuperius diligenti peruefiigati- 
one in -vtramq- partem difputata y reiettis omnino & 
exfuffiatis-j qtu pro parte affirmatiua fuerepropojita, 
quodfcilicet hceret Catholicis adire Ecclefias Haretico- 
rum^ t vtJuperiusJimtpropqfita 3 inharemusfamorifen- 
tentiapoHeriori, ab Ecclefia Catbolica antiquitus recep- 
U.isf'vfUprobata-quodJcilicet itafacerepijs non Iiceat 3 
quam rogo nofiros Qatholicos Anglos ampletli ex animo, 

defar Card, Baronius tituli SS . 
Nerei & Achillei Presb . 

I hamngfeene and eonfidered (meaning in the queftwn 

of 
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of English Catholiks going to the Churcb)al thefe points 
which ham beene deputed of on both fides t but reletting 
andwholely abandoning al the reafonsalleadgedfor the 
affirmatiuepart (to wit 9 toproue ? that it was lawfull 
for Catkolikesyto go to the Church ofHeretikes) 1 doe 
adhere to the more found and later opinion, which an- 
ciently was receaued of the Catholike Church, and al- 
lowed by rv(e and cujiome . That is, that it is not law- 
fall for pious and godly men Jo to do y and I intreate Is? 
defire all our English Catholikes 3 to embrace this my 0- 
pinion and tudgment . 

Cafar Cardinal! Baronius Priesl 
of the title of the Church of S . 
Nereusand Achilleus. 

The judgement of CardinallBellarmmc. 

Confideratis ratiombuspro 'vtraque parte allatis, exi- 
ftimo non licere ^viris Cathdicis in Anglia H^ereticorum 
adire Ecclefias y multo minus concionibus ipforum inttr- 
effe j minime autem omnium am ipfis inpr<ecibtis rvd 
pfdmodia, ahjfifc ipforum Ecclefiaflicis ritibus couenire. 
Ideo propria manu fubfcripfi . 

Robertus Bellarminus SanfURo- 
wan a Ecclefioi Presbiter^Cardinah 
tit* Sancl<e Maruinnjia , 
Thus in Englifli : The reafons brought <vpon both 

Qi ~* fides 
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fides confidered (to Tvit t touching the lamfullnes or nun* 
iafsfullnes of the English Cathohkes going to the Pro* 
teHants church)! am perfuaded, that it is not lamfull 
for English Catholikes to go to the Church of Heretiks- 
much lejj'e to be prefent at their fermons , but least of al 
to communicate 701th them in prayers orfinging ofpfaU 
mes^ and other their EccltfaUicall. rites and cuftOmes . 
And therefore this my iudgment heerin, I hauefubf cu- 
bed "Svitb my Q-wne hand, 

Robert Bellarmine Priejl If 
Cardinall of the holy Roma 
Church of the title ofSancla 
Mar.U in <~oia „ 

The tentence of Mutius Vitellefcus,then Prouin- 
daII,now generall and head of the order 
of the Iefuits . 
Vidi rationts^ qua in hocfcriptopro ijtraq- } parte aft'e- 
runt r if exifiimo nonJicere <vins Catholicis in Angha, 
Ecclefias E<ereticorum\adire Ifc. if puto hoc debere ejfe 
extra conuerfam. 

Mutius Vitellefcus Prouincialis 

Rom . Societatis Ieju . 

In E nglish : J hauefeene the reafons, ivhich are ailed* 

ged in this booke or writing on both parts (touching the 

going^or not going to the Proteftams church } and I am 

of 
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of opinion, that it is not lascfullfor Catholikes in En. 

gland to goe to the churches oftltretiks. And 1 am per* 

Jmaded , that this point ought to be out of all contro- 

uerjie . 

Mutius Vitellefcus Prouinciall 
of. the Society oflefus in Rome. 
4. And thus farrc touching the fentences of 
thefe three learned meR, deliuercd in warranting 
the doctrine of recufancy in Catholikes . Now to 
turne our eye vpon the premifes; if the going to 
the Church of another Religion, only forauoy- 
ding of temporall loiTes, & but to heare a fermoa 
of the faid Religion, be to be accounted a finne , 
not to be done vnder paine of damnation, as be- 
ing prcfumed to be an externall conformity to a 
falie Religion ( as by ail the former teftimonyes 
aboue alleadged is plentifully prouedj though the 
party fb offending, may perhaps beleeue al points 
truly of Chriftian Religion - } with what reaion the 
can it be warranted ,that both Catholikes &c Pro- 
teftants confpiring only in the fundametal points 
of the Trinity, Incarnation, Paffion &c. but dif- 
fering mainly in all other points of Religion, yet 
neuerthelelTe promifcuouily communicating one 
with another in prayers and the Sacraments, can 
aliioyntly befaucd i And the rather, feeing that 

cl. 3 both 
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both fides teaching contrary and irreconciliable 
doctrines, touching Freewil, Purgatory, Praying 
to Saints &cc. It muft needes follow, that the one 
part defendeth not matters of indifferency (as is 
commonly fuppofedj but iniultiflable errours, or 
rather (to fpeake as the truth is ) manifeft and 
groffe hercfie . 

The fame proued front the Writings of ~Cathohk.es and 
Proteftants, ypherin they reciprocally charge one an- 
other ypith herefy .. Js alfofrom the Infurrecli- 
ons t yvarres, and Rebellions originally ^un- 
dertaken only for Religion . 

CHAP. XIII. 

IF there were no other reafbn to be alleadged 
in difprouffe and confutation of this plurality 
of Religions (Co to rearme it; then this following, 
it might feeme fully preuayling in all cleare iud- 
gments , not wholely darkened with the mill of 
earthly and .temporal relpects : Firffc the wonder- 
full and ireconcileable booke-warrs betwene Ca- 
thohkes and Proteftants, wholely vndertaken in 
defence of their feucrall Religions : Secondly the 
preifures and calamities, with whichdiuers ftacs 8c 
Gountreys do afflict other ftates 3 as alio the In- 

furrection 
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Hirre&ion of fubie&s againft their naturall Prin- 
ces, only for difference of Religion, not conray- 
ning themfelues, till they buril out into open ho- 
ftility and armes, for defending their owne Reli- 
gion, and fubuerting of the others. 

2 . Touching the firft ( good God) how ma- 
ny learned men on all fides, fince the firft Apo- 
ftafy ofLutber, haue fpent their whole time and al 
their feruiceable yeares in wryting , difputing, & 
preaching in defence of their owne Religion, & 
impugning of the aduerfaries j accounting the 
maintainers and beleiuers therof as hcretikes,and 
pronouncing eternal damnation againft their Re- 
ligion? WitnefTes hereof are the libraries ofal the 
famous Vniucrnties of Chriftendonre , the Stati- 
oners shoppes in all great Citties , and laftly the 
ycarely Mart of books returned thefe many years 
from Franckefort. And is it poflible, that fo much 
paines, trauaile,and labour of writing, & othcr- 
wayes accompanied with fb great charges of prin- 
ting, should be vndertaken for questions only of 
indifferency,and fiich as it importeth nothingat 
all, touching the gay ning of Hcauen &anoiding 
of Hell, what a man belciueth ther in, or. of wha t 
fide herelyetbu 

* 2 9 onccrm % ^ at f econ ^ point, which is the 
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atBi<5lios,6c warrs with which one ftate,Coutrcy„ 
or kingdome do perfeeute their neighbours, and 
al originally and primatiuely for matters of Reli- 
gion, as alfo touching the open Rebellion of the 
fubiec~ts againft their lawful Soueraignes,only for 
the faid occafion. 1 he laft threefcore years,as alfo 
thefe very times, dogiucouer lamentable exam- 
ples heerof . Witncfles of this matter (purpofely 
to forbeare the prefidents of our ownc Country) 
is Scotland, into which Countrey Knox, Good- 
man , and Bocanan with other .their Agents and 
con federatSjfirfl: introduced Proteftancy by force 
and armes -a point fo acknowledged, that Do- 
ctor Bancroft , the late pretended Archbishop of 
Canterbury, as wholcly inueighing againftfuch 
violent courfeSj made a booke entitulingit ; Of 
the proceeding. of the Scot tube Mimfires according to 
the Geneuian rules of reformation . 

4 . Touching France , who knoweth not , 
that for this laft fifty yeares, there haue beene al- 
wayes almoit open warres betweene the Kinges 
oO ranee & the Huguenots (till the laft King of 
France became CatholikeJ vndertaken by the 
Huguenots only for Religion ? And do not the 
Cucyes of Rochell, Monfaibons , Montpelliers 
With diners others at this very day, ftand.out a- 

gainft 
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againft their King vnder pretext of the defence 
of their Religion and Gho(pcll-?,The occuren- 
ces of this nature of the low Conn treyes, and the 
Hollanders are no lefle remarkable- of whofe firft 
taking of armes againft their lawfull King only 
for Religion ,Ofander an earneft Proteftant thus 
confcfTeth : They 0) of the low Countreys bypublick W°^»« 
writings, renounced all fitbieclion and obedience to Phi- ce nt. 16." 
lippe their LordandKing . And againe : When ( b ) t a i- 94- 
foure hundred of them of good rtfpetb hauefuedforli- ft, r lM 
berty ofKeligion y and could not preuaile y the impatient vhifufu 
people Stirred <vpwith fury at Antwerpe, and other ?*&' 
places of Holland, Zeland, and Flandres t did throw fcr 
breake downe Images .But of the proceedings and 
rebellions of the low Countrey men agairrft their 
King, only for caufe of Religion , it is needles to 
fpeake further, feeing it is to well knowne to all 
men of vnderftanding, & that moft worthy foul- 
dier, Spinola (another ludas Machabicus of thefc 
tymesj by his heroicall exploits & endeauours e- 
uen at this very day , feeking to reduce the lowe 
Countreyes to their former allegiance, doth Ef- 
ficiently proclaymc to the world the truth heer- 
of. 

5 . I paffe ouer Geneua, which citty ( as the 
whole world knowethj did firft withdraw icfelfe 

R from 
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from the allcgeancc of their Leideg Lord the 

Duke of Sauoy, only by reafon that againft his 
(fc)*» hh \vill and pleafure, they would profeffe the Prote- 
*l Tier- ^ ant Religion , and fo accordingly to this daye , 
taiiithbe they haue made themfelues a ftate or common- 
{"J? 1 "' wealth, wholely independent of Sauoy, of which 

citty Doctor Sutcliffe confeffedly writeth: ( b )They 
U) Cfo- of Geneua did depofe their catholikehidge Lord y and 
fhwn. Prince from his temporal! right • albeit he ypas by right 
*59i& offuccefsion, the temporal! Lord andoyvnerofthat cit- 
ld)fee ty and Territory . In like fort, I pretermit the 
hcerof many like examples of the commons aryfing a- 
«t»w" g^ n & tne ^ r lawfiill Princes and Magillrats in 
Udgmcat <, c ) Sucueland, ( d ) Denmarke , ( e ) Poland, ^ Gcr- 
j?*" a "~ many, and (s) Bohemia, & of this laft Country, 
Fumius the late and fresh reuolt of the fu bjecls from the 
dtcUma- Emperours obedience . All which rifings, Infur- 
{t)ofuL regions, and Rebellions were originally vnderta- 
in epito . ken only for Religion, and haue no doubt fince 
"f'llj the firft breach of Luther, coft the hues in all pla- 
if) tou- ccs of a million of men, at leaft, and haue a&ual- 
tidietia ly depofe and difthroneddiuers Kings &Prin- 
or Sw;- ces of their eftates and territoryes . 
tbcrUnd, $ Thefethinges then for their euidency 

changing ° J 
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I'gionbywarre, fee D. Bancroft wins fur ha) of the holy pretended difiif 'line p. 13. 
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being acknowledged for true and vndeniable, 
many of which remaine as yet fresh in our owne 
memory , of the nature of which Actions, I will 
nuthecredifpntc.Onlyl hecre vrge,thatjt is 
more then incredible, that fuch rebellious deua- 
ftationofCountreyes, befeiging of cittyes, de- 
posing of Princes, Slaughter of many hundred 
thouiandes of men, fhould be practifed almoft 
throughout al chriftendom within this laft three 
fcore ycares, only for admitting , or not admit- 
ting the differences betweene the Proteftant and 
Catholike rehgion, if both the contrary partyes 
were not periuaded, that vpon the true or falfe 
beleefeof thefc controuer lies in Religion, their 
foules faluawon or damnation for all eternity did 
depend .For it is certaine, that thefc contrary 
partyes did agree and confpire , in the gcnerall 
beliefe of the Trinity, Incarnation, Pafljon, 
death of our Sauiour , and verbally reciting of 
the Apoftles Creed . 

The fame proued from the Protefiants mutually con* 
demmng one another ofherefy &for Heretikes . 



I 



CHAP. XIIII. 

F Proteftants doe maintaine, that their dif- 
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ferent opinions fcuerally houlden among them- 
iclucs be herefyes,and that the beleeaers of them 
are for fuch their falfe belief'c (if (o they dy there- 
in} not capable offaluation; then a fortiori may 
we be bould to prpnpunce, that the Controuer- 
fies of fayth, betweene the Catholiks & the Pro- 
tectants, are not of that middle nature - 7 but that 
the opinions and fentences of the one fide, are to 
be reputed for manifeft hejefyes, & fuch as can- 
not ftand with mans faluation . This inference is 
moft necefTary, fince on all fides it is acknowled- 
gedi fhat there is a farre greater difparity in Reli- 
gion betwecne the Catholiks and the Proteilats, 
then there is betwecne the Protcftants among 
themfejues . 

2 * Now that the Protcftants do hould one 
another for Heretikes, it cannot be denyed . For 
to infift firft in the Controuerfies touching the 
reall prefence, maintayned in their fenfe by the 
contr.tr- Lutherans, but denyed by the Sacramentaries, 
tkuios -we find that Luther thus writeth of theSacramen- 
foti'Jc teties : VFe&cenJure in earneft the Zuinglians, and 
i7. torn, all the Sacramentaryes for Eeretikes, and alienated 
2 ' from the Church of God . And agairte the fame Lu- 
(l>) Tom. ther thus writteth : 1 doe » protest before God and 
7. vviti tb&^Qrld -that I do not agree with theZwnrfiansfwr 
J * euer 
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£«^r *&v// "frhilefl tht yporldftandetb, but "frill baue my 
handes cl earn from the blood of thofe sheep, 'frhich tkefe 
Heretikes (marke his wordcs) do driuefrom Cbr/fl, 
deceaue and kill . And againe in the former place : 
Curfed C c ) be the charity and concord of the Sacramen- 
taryes^for euer and euer to all eternity . But Hereti- v^ 
kes,and men alienated from the Church of God, 
and which doe kill the /Tieepe of Chrift ( during 
fiich their conditionjare not in ftate of faluation. 
3 • Now of Luthers doctrine we find this 
bitter recriminatio vfed by the Tigurine Diuincs, 
who were Zuinglians or Caluinifts : Nos ( d ) con- U) rigu, 
demnatam 1st execrabilem <vocat feclam l?c. Luther rimtracL 

J », contra 

calleth <vs a damnable and execrable feci- 1 but let him juprema 
looke. that he doth not declare him felfe an Archeretike^ Lut l' e " 
feeing he "frill not, nor cannot hauefociety "frith thofe , „ m . 
that confejfe Christ . And Zuinghus thus writteth ; 
Behould ( c ) ho"fr Satan endeawureth topojfejfe this ma , ,y\ Tom t 
meaning Luther, But to'proceed to other points . i-*d nf- 
Nicolaus Gallus(a.n eminent Proteftant and faper-'J^"" 
intendent at Ratisbone) thus writeth of the con- 
tentions betweene the Proteftants thcmfelues : 
Non (f)funt hues ls?c. The dijfentions, that are among , , w w 
<vs, are not light, nor of light matters, but ofthegrea- tbefibus 
left articles of Chriftian doclnne , of the law and tbe&ffi 9 " 
gbojpellj ofluHification and good yporkes f of the Sa- 
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cramtnt and <vft of Ceremony es. Conradus Slujfenburg 
(another famous Proteftant) alleadgeth Pappus a 
Protectant, thus complaining againit the Calui- 
nifts : Etji initio (g) de -uno tantum articulo&c . At- 
rieoiwu though in the beginning one only article was called into 
caluimii doubt, notwithjlanding the Calumifls are now Jo farre 
L 'n l ' an ' gone, as they call in doubt ^neither few ^neither the leafi 
articles ofChriftian doclnne :for now we dijfent from 
them, touching the omnipottncy ofGodjhtperfonal'nj- 
mon of two natures in Chrifts <l?c. 
(h) in 4 . But to come nearer home - the ( h) Puri- 
'defltutof tans k erc of England thus complaine of the Pro 
the fdtn- teftants : Do we njary from thejincere doctrine of the 
ced mim- s cr/ pt ures ? jsf a y rather many of them do much more 
fixation fwarue from the fame isfc And thus anfwerably \ve 
tothe . find, that the Puritans hould the Bishops ofEn- 
v.nUmet. gland for Antichri/tian, whereas the Proteftants 
do teach, that of neceiTity Bishops ought to be 
in the Church of God. Doctor VVillet fpeaking 
ofdiuers opinions taught by the more moderate 
Protectant, ;.s M . Hooker, D . Coueli and others , 
& J H . thus writeth : From® this fountainehathfpronge 
pCi!. i Z z firth the fe and other Juchwhirle pooles and bubbles of 
new doclrine, as that Christ is not originally God isfc . 
And then after he thus cocludeth : Thus hauefome 
hyn bould to teach and write, who asfome Schtfmatiks 

(meaning 
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(mening herby the puritas,) baue difiurbed the peace 
of the Church , one yoay in extemall matters, concer- 
ning difcipliue, they ham troubled the Church, another 
ypay in oppofing themfelues by nelo quirkes and deuifes, 
to thefbundnes of doclrine among Protestants . M . 
Parkes in his booke dedicated to the then preten- 
ded Archbishop D . Bancroft, thus writeth of the 
proceedings offome Puritans heere in England : , h . E » 
They ( k ) are heads~lronge and hardened in err our, they )i7dn 
firicke at the matne points of Faith , shaking the njery 
foundation it Jelfe, Heauen and Hell, the diuimty and 
humanity y yea the ijeryfoule aidfaluation of our Sa- 
uwur himfelfe . And againe more plainly in the 
fornier place he fay th thus : They hauepejlilent he- 
refies , And yet more: They are heretical! and facri- 
legious , 

5 . To conclude this point of their particu- 
Ier fayings and redargutions heerin, D. Couell re- 
peating and regiftring the pofitions of the Puri- „ 
tans here in England, among other of their poii- f en ft f 
tionsfettetbdowoethefe following ; Theflatute uookgr ? 



Congregatwns of England, are no true Church . And 7 l'& 7 
againe : The Protectant church of England hath no 
forme of a Church . Now that all thefc dilTentions 
among English ProteftantSj cannot be interpre- 
ted only about ceremonies 5 or about gouerne- 

ment 
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CO vhl ment , as fome -'Proteftants doc anfweare, when 

fra ' they are chardgcd herewith by the Catholikes) 
(m) so __ the rorefaid M . Parkes plainly and truly confef- 
"""?««- ^ch tne c °crary,faying: The Protestants deceauethe 
fl ant wit- fvorld, and make men beleeue, there is agreement. in all 
" e ^ etb '"* fubflantiall points • They affirme that there is no que- 
cramnnt.ftions among them of the truth. Now the former 
p.me ai- point is furthermore made euident by the reci- 
6pj. procall deportment and demeanonr of Prote- 

. itants among themfelues . For firft ( be fides the 
pmia vbi chardgingone another with flatt hcrefy, as is a- 
fupr*. boue shewed,) they doe not only prohibite the 
rbi (iml reading (m) of ech others books - but they alfo fet 
(>; /o re- downe articles of vifitation for the inquiry ( n 'J*8c 
l [iuulerm apprehending of fiich their aduerfaries.,and being 
ipitom. apprehended do iroprifon (°) them ;yea further 
C'i^" they proceede, not allowing the trauailers (fO of 
o-exem- cither party, common entertainement, due in al 
piijyedbj Nations to ftrangcrs . Finally their diffentions 
vb. flpra arC f° implacable among them ( though all be 
fd iv<j. Protectants ) as that in defence of their feuerall 
% t \tk?' doctrine, they haue wich great hollility taken (l) 
fort by o- armes, one againft another, as appeareth by the 
juttdertn l atc memorable examole in Holland of the Ar- 
(cm. 16. miniansand Gomariils,who only for fomediffe- 
P«*s-/35- rence touching Freewill and Predeftination be- 

tweene 
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tweene them , did rife in hoftile manner againft 
their aduerfaryes , and ceafed not that courfe till 
Barnaudle the chiefe of one fide & ration, was 
beheaded. All which violences and extremityes, 
would neucr hauc beene vndertaken, if their di- 
uerfity of do&rine(which is the caufc of fuch and 
fo great exhorbitancies ) did confift only in arti- 
cles indifferent of thcmfclues, and fuch as did not 
concerne the ncceffity of (aluation . 

6. The forefayd point touching the Proteftats 
diftentions in eftentiall points offayth, is moft 
clearelymanifefted, by taking a view of their 
bookes, written one againft another (though this 
method is partly inuolued in the difplaying of 
their particuler fentences and writings abouc al- 
leadgedj. The number heerof, amounteth to di- 
uers hundreds - y yet as delirous to be short and 
compendious, I will fct downe the titles only of 
twenty of them,euen from which titles the indif- 
ferent Reader may iudge, whether the authours 
of themfbeing al eminent Proteftantsjdid main- 
taine the fubie&s of the fayd books to be matters 
of indifFcrcncy, and fuch as may be either way 
houlden without breach of that truefayth,which 
is necelTary to mans faluation • And hecre I will 
forbcare to reckon within this number^any book 

S written 
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written only cy thcr for, or againft the reall pre- 
fence , maintained by the Lutherans , becaufe 
heerein they confpirc partly with vs Catholikcs, 
and confequently the controuerfy hecrin refteth, 
not only betweene the Proteitants themfelucs, 
but alfo betweene them and vs . 

7. Firft then may oe reckoned thatbookc 
intituled : Oratw de incarnationefihj Dei y contra im~ 
pios 12 blafpbemos error es Zuinglianorum 12 Caluwi*. 
jiarum : printed Tubing<e y Anno Domini 1 58^. 

Secondly, Alberti Graueri btllum Ioanms Calui* 
tii 12. leJU CbriHi , Brapia 1 598. 

Thirdly, Antipeus, hoc eft, refutatio ijenenati 
jcripti a Dauide Pareo editi , in defenfionem Stropba^ 
rum 12 corruptelarum,quibus Ioannes Caluinus illustrt- 
fi/mafcriptur<e teftimoma de myfterio Trimtatis, nee 
non oracula Prcphetarum de Chrifto deteslandum in 
modum corrupit . Francofurti 1508. 

Fourth . fegidi) Htmmj y Caluinus ludaiz^ansj.wc 
eft , ludaiccc glojjk i2 corrupted y quibus Ioannes Calui- 
nus illuftrifti/na Jcriptur* facra loca 12 testimonia de 
glorwfa Trimtate , deitate Cbnfti y l2 Spiritus Santtr } 
eumprimis autem <-vatiama Propbetarum de aduenttt 
Mt§ia y 12 natiuitate eius y Pafiwne, Refurreclione, A- 
Jcenfone ad c<dos y tyfefione ad dexteram Dei y dete- 
sttwdumm modum corrumpere non abhor merit . Wit- 

unber* 
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tenberg<e . 155(3 

Fife , Conradt Scblujfenburgij Theologize Calwm~ 
ftic*kbritre.Si m quibus 3 feu in tabula quadam, quafi 
adoculnm y piufquamexdHcentis njiginti mbusjaera. 
mentariorumpublicisfcriptisypagelUs /verbis proprijs, 
& autborunt nominibus indicatis demonftratw, cos de 
nulla fere Christian* fideiartimh relief entire 3j?c „ 
Francofuru 1594. 

Sixt, Pia defenfio aduerfus loannis Caluini, Petri 
Bcquini , Tbeodori Be^ ^ VVillelmi Clebitij fcfe. if 
fimilmm cahmmas i Item Refutatio Pelagianifeu t A- 
nabaptijliciy Caluimftarum erroris de baptifmoAf pec- 
caw originali .Addtmtur collectanea plunmorum Cal- 
uini contra Deum, eiufq^ptouidenuam €f pr<edes~tma- 
tionem_ t EJfordu 1583. 

Scauenth, Demorisiratio impoHurarum acfraudu, 
quibus /Egiditp Hunmus Ecclefis orthodox^ dvclrtnam 
pepulauter corrumpere pergtt . Brem<& 1592. 

Eight, Argumentorum & ofoeclorum 9 depreci* 
pais amculis doclrim chriftian<e cum refponfiombm ?, 
qiujunt collefid exjcriptis PbiUppi Melartctkonis, ad~ 
dhis fchoh\s illuifrantikts njfumjmgularum refponfio- 
flum, partes feptem . Neapoli 1578. 

Ninth , Gulielmi Zepperi Dillenbergenfis Eccleju 
PaHoris institutw, de tribm Rehgiomsjummis capm- 
bus 3 qua inter Euangeltcos in Controuerfiam <vocantur w 
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HannonU , 1596. 

Tenth, Refponjb triplex ad fratres Tubingenfes s 
if triplex eorumfcriptum, de tribus grauifimis quefti- 
onibus, de coena Domini, de maieHate hominis ChrMi , 
if de non damnandis Ecclejijs Dei, nee auditis nee <vo- 
catis : QeneUA. 1)82. 

Eleucnth , Ad Ioannis Brentij arguments , if 
lacobi Andrex thtfes } qwbus carnis CbrijU omniprefen- 
tiam nituntur confirmare • id eft aduerftim rewuatos 
Nesiorij if Eutichetis errores re/ponjum . Gemiue. 
1 570. 

Twclucth, Apologia ad omnes GermanU Ecckjias 
reformatas qmfub Zuingliani if Qaluiniam nominis 
inuidU <vim if imuriampauuntur , Tiguri 1578 

Thirtcenc , Cbriftophori Pecylij Apologia <ver<$ 
doftrim de definitione Euangelij, appofita thrafomcis 
pt '^Higijs Ioannis Wigandi , VVitunbtrgt . 1572, 

Fourtcenc , Golioquij Montisbelgartenfis inter la< 
sobum Andrea if Theodorum Be^am, Acla Tubing* 
1584, 

Fiftcenc, Verkatis <vicloria , If ruina papatus 
Saxonici.Lofanna 1565. 

Sixtccnc, Hamelmannia,Jtue Aries Theologians 
dialogus oppqfitus duabus narrationibus hiftoricis. Her- 
mani Hamelmanni, Neoftadij 1582, 

Seaucmeene, Qbtistiani Kittelmam decetngra- 

ues if 
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ucs If pcrniciqfi errores Zuinglianorum in doclrina de 
peccatis, if Qaptifmo, exproprijs ipforum libris colic- 
Hi if refutati, Madelburg. 1 592 . 

Eightecnc, loannis Mqfellani pr<eferuatiua con- 
tra ^venerium Zuinglianorum , Tubing* 1 5 8<T. 

Ninteenc, Refponfio adfcriptum , quod Tbeologi 
Bremenfes aduerfus colleSlores Apologia formulae con- 
fiordi<e publicarunt . Lip fie 1585. 

Twenty, Riercmi<e Viftoris <vtra If dilucida 
demonftratWj quod Zuingliani if Caluimsi<e y numqua 
fejubiecerunt confefiiom Auguftana , exhibit* Qaroh 
quinto,anno 1530. Germ. Francofurti 1501 . And 
thus much of the titles of Proteftants bookes , 
written one againfl another. 

8. Now irotn al the former premises aboue 
fct downe, I heerc conclude , that if the feuerall 
(Opinions and doctrines among the Proteftants 
ihemfclucs be not in their owne iudgmcts, mat- 
ters of JndirFerency,- but are by themfeJues truely 
reputed for Herefies, and the maintayners of 
them not houlden to be in ftate of Saluation, but 
accounted branded Heretikes • then with much 
more reafon may the fame fenrence be pronoun- 
ced , touching the mainc irreconcitiable Con- 
trouerfics, differently beleiued and houlden by 
the Catholikcs & Proteftants; & the rather fincc 
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(as it is abone (aid) there is a farre greater diffe- 
rence of doctrine betweenc the Catholike &. the 
Proteftantj thea betweenc the Proteitant &. the 
Proteftant. 

The truth of the former doclrine proued front the ma~ 
ny abjurdityes , necejfarily accompanying the con- 
trary doctrine , 

CHAP. XV\ 

SV ch is the fweetprouidence of the diuinc 
maicfty in the difpofall of things , as that he 
cuer caufeth truth to be warranted with many 
irrefragable reafons, & falsehood to be attended 
on with diuers groffe abfurdities ; that fo the iud- 
gement of men may the better be Iccured,for the 
imbracing of truth, and rcmainc the Ienefexcufa- 
blc, if in place of truth it cntertaineth faMehood 
and errour . Of the reafons conuincing the inial* 
lible truth of our doctrine maintained in this 
tieatife, I Laue already difculfed aboueinthe 
ninth chapter : now hcere I will a little infill, in 
difplaying the many and palpable abfurdities ac- 
companying the contrary doctrine, which point 
will chiefcly reil (befides fome other short infer- 
tionsj in a recapitulation of moil of the former 

heads 
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heades or branches, aboue handled . For if this 
dodxine were true , that eucry one might be fa- 
iled in his ownc Rcligion,or that the beJeife only 
of the Trinity, the Incarnation, the PalTion,and 
the Creede, werefufficicnt therto, notwithftan- 
ding the beleife of other erroneous opinions and 
here lies ; then would it follow : firft, that the ho- 
ly fcriptures of Chrift & his Apoftlcs, were moft 
falfe, which hauc inueighed fo much againft he- 
refies, and hath denounced theheauy ludgment 
Oi damnation againft the profeflors of them, as 
abbae is showed , which comminations and 
threats the fcripture in fome places, not only ex- 
cendeth to all hcrefic and Heretikes in gcncrall 
without any (*) limitation ; but alfo in fome o ther (a \ Fp -a 
texts, they are particulerly rcftrayned, euen to ad run. 
certainc herefics of farre fmaller importance , C **J' 
then the denyal of the Trinity, the Incarnation, 5. Rem', 
the pafTion,the Creed are, as is euident, touching Cl6 -. u 
the denying of( b ) mariadge, of eating certaine ,. 
meats, and touching the nature of Chrift .Now 
that the denyall of other inferiour articls of faith t'+^.Ti 
then of the Trinity, Incarnation, &c. is plaine rim.cz. 
Herefie, is demonftrated aboue, both from the )' 4 Jl* n ' 
definition of Herefie, and from the iudgment of 
the primitiue Church. 

2. Secop.- 
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2 . Secondly, the forefaidc doctrine of our 
Newtralifts, impugneth ( c -> the definition of faith 

(r)vtfu- gi ucn by the Apoftle, which definition of faith, 
comprehendeth a general bcleife of all articles of 

(i) iieb . chriltian Religion, and is not therefore to be re- 
trained to any one kind of them . 

3 . In like fort it deftroyeth the priuiledges, 
and dignityes of fay th, let downe by the forefayd 

{e)UMt. Apoftles.who ( c ) p r omifeth faluation tohim.who 

iitbr. ii. hath faith, as alio amrmetn , That ypithoutfayM t 

ype cannot pleafe ( f ~) God J but fuch cxcellencyes ca- 

P p '" not be afcribed to a mungriil fay th, which belee- 

A3 . 4. ucth fomethings true, other falfe : they are ther- 

RaiB.ii • f orc to ^ e giuen, to a true, intire, 8c perfect faith 

in all points, or els the Apoftlc groflcly erred in 

aligning to faith the forefayd priuiledges^ feeing 

a falfe fayth is no better then no faith at all . 

4. Againe it depriueth Chriftian faith of 
its true marke or Character ofVnity, Co much 
celebrated by the Apoftlc . Now then if vnity 
of faith beneceffary to Saluation, how can both 
Catholikes and Protectants , expect faluation f 
Seeing there is no greater diftance betweene the 
oppolite parts of a Diameter , then there is repu- 
gnancy betweene both their beleifes. And thus 
if both them ("though wanting this vnityj can be 

(aucd 
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faucd, then hath the Apoftle falfely anderrone- 
oufly defcribed and delineated the fayth of a 
Chnftian .BuLtbrefled: vpon the former para- 
ges j is any man fo flupid , as to dreame , that 
tiiac doctrine fhould be true, which giueth fo o- 
pen a lye to fo many vnanfwerable texti of God* 
holy writ, touching the condcmningof Heretiks 
in general!, as alfo touching the definition, ex- 
cellency,and propriety of true faith ? It is impof- 
fible, it is not to be imagined $ Gods word is like 
himfcife, moil: true, facred, and inuiolable, and 
therefore it lufHy witneffeth of it felfe, that Srtp- , 

turn is-, nonpotejtjolui . And againe : Ccetum {7. ttr* 24 . 
ra tranfibunt y <verba autem mea non trattfihunt . Heam 
and earth shall pajje aypajy, but my hordes shall not at '** 

5 . But to proceede further touching the 
forefaid want of vnity & difagreements,- ifeuery 
Chrilban might be faued in his owne Religion , 
then might thofe be laued^which beleiue the reti- 
cles of the Creed in a moftdiffcret fe nee & man*- 
ner , then which, what can be more rashly & ex- 
orbitatly fpoken? For feeing there is but one true 
intended fence by the Apoftles of the<2reede, 
which if we attaine not, then doe we beleiue, that 
which is falfe; but to belecue the Creede in a falfe 

r fence 
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fence is no better, then not to beleiue it at all, as 
ixaboue faid, and therefore it would foliowe by 
way ei inrDcence,t!aarhe-mighxi3araued,who be- 
lei tied not any one article of the Crecde at all- 
Now rhar the Catholik.es 5c Proteft ants do be- 
leiue thea&ndeso£the,Creedein difFecentfor ra- 
ther contrary) {ortfes^and confecpentiy that the 
cuaciidcbeleiuethitinafalieand erroneous fen- 
fejisaboue proueddiLthe fourth chapter. 

6. Ji iobeiicea reply cd, that the.maintainers 
of thjs dodrine dbfo farre yeald j that they only 
are to be laucd,. which in a rruc fence bcleeue the 
Cree~d ,• yet by this their reftrainct they condem- 
ne all thofc others, which beleeue it in any other 
fenfe different from that , intended by the Holy 
Ghoft and the A po flics i and confequently, they 
condemns in; their Judgment and depriue of fal- 
uation, either the Cathohkes or the Proteftantsj 
fmcc of neceffity, the one of thefe do beleeue the 
Creed, root in its true fenfe, hut in a falfc and he- 
reticall fence and conftru&ion, different from 
that of the Apoftlcs . 

7 . But granting that the Catholikes and 
Protoffiartts beleeue the Creed, in one true fence 
intended by the holy Ghoft ,' yet if our Newtra- 
lifts would hauc the Creed thcfquarcorrule, 
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thereby lo meafure our fayth, then marke the 
abfurditycs following : For by tljisdodtrinc on« 
might he (aued,.\vho:bekeued i . Hot tbattbere 
Were any Scriptures at all mitten by the Prophets & 
Apostles ( fince the Creed maketh no mention of any 
Jiicb dimnewrittngts .) 2 .In like fort Ik might be 
faued, ypbo did not beleeue^ there were any Angells or 
Dmels . 3 . Or that there is a materi all place of 
Hell. 4. Or that the paynes thereof 'are., eter- 
nal! . 5 . Or that Adamdidpiefmtly wpon his ere* 
at ion fall from grace , and therby tranj ported original 
fnne. --vpon all his poker it-y . 6 .Or that our S amour 
whilejihe contterjed heere ruponairtb, wrought any 
miracles . 7 . Or made choice ofctrtame mm to be 
his Apostles , to preach the Chrijliari faytb throughout 
the Whole Worlde . 8 . Or that Circwfcwn is now 
forbidden and antiquated . p. Or that there art a,- 
ny Sacraments of the new teUament^ as Bapttfme, the 
Eucharifi isf£ . 1 o . Or that finally before the dijfo- 
lutionof 'the world y a defigned mnetny of Cbrut shall 
come, who is tearmed Antichrtll . J fey by our New- 
traliits Religion, he fhould be faued, who belee- 
ued none of thef orefayd articles, (eemg not any 
one of them is expreifed or fct downe in the A- 
poftles-creed ; and yet the beliefe of the fayd ar- 
ticle? , is neccflariiy exacted & required to/alua- 

T 2 tion 



148 Qui non credit, candemnabitur . 

tion both in the iudgments of the Catholikes & 
theProteftantSjboth;whichpaitycs do with an 
vnatiimous content, teach the neceifity of belee- 
uing the fayd articles. 

8 . But to proceed further, Sc to come to the 
different articles of fayth, differently bcleeucd 
by the Catholikes Sc Proteftants; and yet not 
exprelfed in the Greed, Sc articles of fuch nature, 
as that they are houlden by the Catholikes to be 
inftituted by our Sauiour,as fubordinace (yet 
neceflary ) meanes of the grace of God, and of 
{aluation,; whereas the Proteilants, as not belee- 
uiagat all the fayd articles,do wholely difclayme 
from acknowledging all fuch meanes . Thcle ar- 
ticles I haue recited aboue , to wit , 1 . That 
Sacraments in generall do conferre grace . 2. That 
a chide dymg "without bapufme,caznot. bt fatted. 3 . 
That mortallfinne is not remitted without thefacra- 
mtnt of Pennance and confefiion . 4 . That let are 
jo adore withfapreme honour the Bkjfed Sacrament . 
$ . That not only fay th., but alfoworkes do justify 
man . 6 . That a Christian, by thinking himfelfe to 
be iuH , is not, thereby become msl . 7. Thateuery 
Chnfiian hathfujpcient grace offered by God tofaut 
his fouh y <tf that therefore God on his part Would haue 
cllmenfiued.. 8 „ That Without keeping the team 
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commandments a man cannot befaued . $ . Final- 
ly, that all Christians, ought aspon payne of et email 
damnation to communicate infacraments and doclrine 
forth the church ofRome t and tojubmit themjelms in al 
due obedience to thejupreme pajiour of Gods church . 
Jn al which points the Protectants do belecuc di- 
rectly the contrary, condemning vsof herefy, 
fuperftition, yea idolatry, for our belieuing the 
for efeyd points . Now 1 fay,, feeing the former 
articles do immedjatly touch & cancerne either 
rcmiffion of our finnes , or grace of our fouIc,or 
our iuftification,or our due honour adoration to 
our Sauiours body being accompanied with his 
diuinity, of laftly our communion with Chrifl 
his church, and the head therof, in any of which 
^as concerning fbncarely our cternall happines) 
who erreth , cannot poflibly be faued . 

o . And feeing the Protcftants (as is iaydjdp 
in all the fayd points m'aintainc the iuil contrary 
to the Cathohkes, and thereby do abandone the 
Catho likes acknowledged meanes ^f their falua- 
tion- 1 heareaske in all fobernes of mdgment, 
what can be reputed for a greater abfurdicy, then 
to affirme with our Newtraliits, that the Catho- 
likes and Proteffants ( notwit hltandmg their fo 
ciiterent and contrary beliefe, and anfwearble 

T 3 pracnit 



'5* Quftton credit, cofpdtmnahitw. 

pracHfe in the former articles, fo neerely tort- 
ching«3.ans(aJuationj may both be faued ? See- 
ing krriaft- needs be, that either the Catholikcs 
shalbe damned for letting downe.certaine means 
of our faluation , contrary to Chrifts mind and 
(|j) set of inftitution {fupponng the fayd means to be falfe ) 
this ac- or that the Protectants shalbe damned for reie- 
gtmtnt cling the former meanes of Saluation instituted 
tisedefen- by Ghrift, admitting them to be true . 
"plow IO * But topaffe forward : If euery Chriftian 
ofEngtid might be faued in his Religion, in belcuing only 
Tvl&or *^ c fundamental! points of the Trinity , the In- 
jewel, carnation, &c. thenhath the Church of Cbnft 
Kemmt. eucn j n her primitiue dayes (at what time the 
Condi. Proteftants themfelues (i7 > doe exempt her from 
jnifar. e rrour) ffloft fondly ^cintoflerably erred in con- 
IbecYfei- demning ecrtaine opinions { which are not fun- 
c/ Bobe- damentallj for Herelies,and the main tay nets for 
harmony Heretikes ; and confecjucntly the fcripture, and 
ofcoufj?. Chrift himfelfehauedeceaued vs, byafcribing 
Itwesdi- vntotnc Ct*urch, an infallibility 'Xoferring in 
utrso- her definitions of Faith, and codemnation of hc- 
r-M l rc ^ e5 > an< ^ ty commanding vs to obey the chur* 
18. ches authority and fentence, in allchirtges, as 
ftiling her the pillar , and foundation of truth . 
And further it should follow, that the Church 
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should thus infufFcrably erre,. both in general! 
Councells, as alfo in the priuate authorities and 
fefitencesofaHche learned Fathers in the firfte 
times. 

1 1 . And thus for example, the Councell of 
the Apoitles should haue erred, in decreeing it 
vnlawfull to cate in thofe times blood and ten- [, jA * 
gled meates . In like fort the firit Coun.ceil of 
Nice ( ] ) should haue erred, in condemning the, T 
Quartndecimani for heretikes, becauie they would /. 6. bift. 
not keepc Eafter day, according to the cuftome c -il> 
of the church . The councell of Rome vnder 
£ornel/us for condemning the hereiie of the 
Nouatians j who rejected the Sacrament of 
Pennance , as alfo for condemning the crrour 
of Anabaptifme , The councell ( m ) ofCalcbe- l - m } Vt . 
don y for condemning the Herefie of Eutiches, a a. 2 . 
and for prohibiting the manages of Monkes , 
and Virgins ; and the firft Councell of Epbefus 
C n ) for condemning the herefy ofNeftorms - both (f)setr/u 
^/hich Heretikes belciucd in the molt holy Tri- l '?- c H- 
nity, and acknowledged Chrift for thei.r Redee- 
mer. The fourth councell of Carthage ^°)for fen- ( «) can' s 
lentionally decreeing, that prayer and facrifice 79 ' 
for the dead, was according to the true faith of 
Ghiril, and for pronouncing the denyers thcrof 

tot 
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for Herctikes. And finally f-toomitt other Cou* 
eels) the counceliof Conftantmopki?) should bauc 
0) ztna- efre 4 > fof condemning the Herefic of Origen , 
trfCon- who taught that the Dmels in the end should be 
j?4»»Ht faued . And thus farre of councels condemning 
•Lnu /. points of teeming indirferency, for open &. wic- 
i7^-*7 ked her dyes. 

12 . But now graunting that the fayd points 
as they were houlden by the maintainers ofthc) 
were not Herefies, 8c that the beieiuers of them 
might be faued, then two maine abfurdityes doc 
ineuitably follow . Thefirftis, the erring of the 
whole Church of God in condemning them for 
herefies, they being not Herefies, but true do- 
ctrines, as is faid . The fecond, the inconfiderate 
carriadge of the church in thefe matters : For to 
what purpofe or end, were ail thefe councclls 
(confining of many hundreds of the moll grauc 
and Reucrend men of all chnftendomej celebra- 
ted with fuch labour and trauaile out of all coun- 
tries, and infinite chardges, if the doctrines ( for 
the impugning , refilling, & condemning wher~ 
of they were gathe-red ) might be indifferently 
maincayncd and defended on all fides , withou t 
breach of true faith , or danger of faluation l 
The erring ofthe Church is no leifc manifested 

in 
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in the (cntcnces and condemnation giuen by 
many of the moft ancient,famous,& learned Fa- 
thers in the primitive Church (not any pneor- 
chodoxall Father contradicting them therein) a- 
gainft djuers,maintayning opiniQns> that (eeme, 
in (regard of the Trinity) the Incarnation &c ) 
of fmall importance ; if fo thefe opinions bernot 
herefies,nor the belemers of them Herctikes,but 
men in ftate of faluation . 

13. And thus according hereto Florinus, though 
he taught God to be theauthour of finne, might 
befaued.In like fort the Herctikes, who in S. 
Hteromes dayes, denyed the pofh bilityof the Co- 
mandemenrs, the Manichees, who denyed Free- 
-will, the Eunomians, who taugh t that only faith 
did iuftifyi. The Aeriam, who denyed prayer and 
facrifice for the dead, and tooke away all fafting- 
dayes.VigilantiuSjwho taught that Priefts might 
marry, & that ^ve ought not pray to Saints. Io- 
uinian , who heldc mariadgeto be better then 
virginity; The Donatiits, who taught the inuift- 
bility of the Church . And finally (to omit ma- 
ny others for breuity fakej .The Pelagians, who 
denyed the neceffity of Baptiime in Children* 
All thefc men (I fay) might befaucd, notwith- 
{landing the former doctrines., iffceuery one 

V might 
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might €Xpeft falaationin their Religion. And yet 
\vc fmde, that the forcfaid men, were branded for 
wicked Heretikes A their doctrines tor damna- 
ble Herefies { as in the (eauenth chapter aboue 
is showed) by S . Irm&ts y S . Hierame, S. Epiphi- 
niWj Pbllajfr-tus > S . Augustine , Theadoret , and o- 
tircrs; dmers oft heie .holy Fathers wryting Ca- 
talogues of Herefies, didpiace the foreiilid do- 
ctrines and their aut hours within the {aid Cata- 
logues^and this they did without any rcluctation 
orgaindayingof any other ancient and learned 
Father of their cymes . 

i 4 . From which coniideration I do gather, 
that if chofc opinions "were not mftly condemned 
for herefies, and their authours for Heretikes ; 
then not ottiy the Church did fondly erre info 
great a matter, -but alfo the afbrefayd alleadged 
Farhcrs (to wit) S , Irenaus> S . Hterorm, Epipbani- 
m,$ . AuguHme with many luch others, should 
dofcruedly be reputed for Heretikes , for their 
condemning of trtie doctrines for herefies, and 
the beleeuers of them for heretikes • and on the 
contrary Ude Florinus,the Maniches, the Euno- 
mians, Vigilawius, louinian* the Bonatiits, Pe- 
lagras, and many other fuch, .should be accoun- 
ted for their teaching of true doctrias, orthodo- 
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xall Fathers and authours, and might hauc iuftly 
complayned of their infiipponable wronges, and 
indignityes proceeding from the pertnes of the 
foreiayd Fathers : an abfurdity, which I thinkc 
no man, enioying the benchc of his fiue fenfes , 
will allow : And yet the admittance of our New- 
tralifts paradox,inauoydably draweth on this in- 
ference . 

1 5 . Another abfurdity accompanying the for- 
mer do ftrinc, is, that Heretikes should be true 
members of Chrifts church • This I deduce. For 
feeing by the confent of all learned men , none 
can be faucd, but fuch as be members of Chrifts 
Church (for otherwayes Turks and Icwcs dying 
in that date might be faued) and feeing the fore - 
fayd rcgiftred doctrines y and the authours are 
condemned for herefics and Heretikes, both by 
the authority of Gods Church, and according to 
the true defmitio ofherefy abouc let downe (for 
the fbrefayd Heretikes made choyce of chofe 
their herefies, and did maintainc them mod fro- 
wardly againft the whole Church of God, noc 
fubmitting their ludgmcjits to it] it muft of ae* 
cejfficy follow, that if thole men could befaaed , 
then Heretikes continuing Heretikes, are mem- 
ber* of Chridhis Church ,- then which, what pa- 
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radox in it fclfc can be accounted more abfurdc , 
or in the iudgment of learned men more incre- 
dible ? Coniidering with what acerbity of com* 
portement, the Apollles &. all the orthodox all , 
learned, & pious Fathers, both in their writings 
& otherwife , haue in all ages entertained Here- 
tikes , as aboue I haue manifefted in the fixth 
Chapter . 

16 . Againc , fuppofing the truth of the do- 
ctrine of the Omnifldians (as I may tearme the) 
yet obferuc how repugnant it is to all reafon , & 
otherwife abfurd euen in its ownc nature . 1 will 
heerc pafTe oucr diners reafbns allcadged in the 
precedent chapter, and infill a little in (omc few 
of them . The rlrft ; It is certainc,that that faith 
which belieueth tome articls,& yet belieueth not 
others,which are no lcfTe tnicf& fuch is the faith 
of our NewtraliftsJ is no true fupernatural fayth 5 
feeing it beleeueth nothing thorough the au- 
thority of God &. his Church, both which 're- 
ueale and propound all articles alike & indiffe- 
rently to al men to be belecucd. Now what more 
croflero xcafon, then that a bare opinion (not re- 
lying vpon any fupernaturall grounds, as hauing 
neither God for it&Reuealer , nor the Church for 
itspropounderj conccaued only through moral in- 
ducements, 
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ducements (& therefore eucr Handing obnoxi- 
ous to crrour and miftaking ) fhould be able to 
purchafe eternall faluation to mans foule ? 

1 7 . Againe how aduerfe is it to all true iudg- 
ment, to aucrre, that it is no prejudice or hindc- 
ranee to mans faluation, to belceue thofe princi- 
ples of Religion , which teach & aduance all li- 
berty & feniiiahty in conuerfetion and manners, 
& do depreile and difparadge all chaftity, failing 
voluntary pouerty , keeping of the commandc- 
ments, all rigorous and painefull workes, and la- 
bours of vertuc, piety, and mortification.'' For 
it is molt contradictory in the very tearmes, and 
no lefle repugnat to Gods facred word, that that ,. udt 
doctrine, "which transferred ( x ) the grace of God into vt rj. 4, 
"Wantonnes , should be accounted the 00 stricl ypay } s , 
-which leadeth <~vnto life . .//" ' 

1 8 . Furthermore, can it be conceaued , as Lus - 5 2« 
forting to Gods moft mercifull proceeding with 
man, that he should cut off the hues of thofe me 
with moft feareful,{bdaine,& prodigious deaths, 
who firft broached the doctrines of Proteftancy , 
if the fayd doctrines had eyther bene true in the- 
felues, or at leaft of that coldnes or indirTercncy, 
as that they might Hand with the foules falua- 
tion? No, God is iuft, and withall mercifull • 6c 
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therefore neuer extraordinarily punisheth, but 
for extraordinary finnesjpoorc men thatthefe 
were, who compare ( as it should leeme ) both 
in the diuulging of their mendacious and Iyinge 
doctrines, as alfo in their vncxpe&ed and ibdai- 
f^ V ne death, with the falfc Prophets of ( z ) Acbab. 
e& ' o. But to haftcn to an end in the ennumcra- 
don of the Abfurdities,following the fbrefaid pa- 
radox offal uation incuery Rcligion,and to come 
to that which within its owne iardgnes inuolueth 
many improbabilities . For if Catholikes and 
Protectants 1 notwithstanding the difparity of 
their f ayih) can both attaine to Heauen, in vainc 
then is the doctrine of recufancy taught ioyntly 
on both fides, and in vainc haue fo many fortes 
of Reucrend and learned Preifts 3c others of the 
laity in our owne Country ( whole bleiTed foules,. 
I betecch to pray to God dayly for the remifl;- 
on of my many finnes ) lufFred crucll deaths in 
the lace Queencs raigne, only becaufc they refu- 
ted to prclenithemfeiues to the fermons of the 
Protectants ; but they arc gone, 8c moft happeiy 
(kprefa: gone, fince : Claws Ov P^radiji y functus Martyrum. 
Jn vaine li-kewyfe, thefe later ycares haue diners 
lay perfons endured s contrary to his Maieities 
naturall inclination , moil; prone to mercy and 

com mi- 
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commiferarion ) great loiTes, difgraces, and m> 
pnfonemcnts, only for the fame caufe . But who 
can thinke, that learned men should be foprodi- 
gail of their liues, and blood • and English Ca- 
thohkes, Co inienhble of their temporall ftates , 
children, and p oftcrity, 35 that they would will- 
fully precipitate, and caft tbemfelues into thofe 
naileries, only for not beiceuing and exercifing 
points of indifferency, Sc liich as may Hand with 
their foules eternal! happines ? Jn vaine alio then 
haue the learned men on both fides, fpen tout 
their whole liues, in defending (each man his 
owne Religion ) in their molt paineful and volu- 
minous bookes &c writtings, if fb they diifented 
one from another in matters of fuchfuppofed 
imall importance .Finally m vaine and without 
luit cauie ( & therefore molt cruelly ) haue many 
forren ftates in Chriftendome,impo{cd prolcrip- 
nons, bannishments , and other infupportable 
difgraces, to fuch of their owne fubiedts, as will 
not imbrace their owne doctrine and Religion, 
though both fides did confpire and agree in the 
fundamental points of faith. In vaine alfoboth 
in former times , and at this prefent haue there 
beene & are fuch Infurrcction of iubiecls againfl 
cheir Princes $ fuch bloody & implacable warres 

betweenc 
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becweene abfblute Princes themfelucs; fuch de- 
uaftation & depopulation of whole Countries- 
fuch mayne battells 6c fcilds fought with loffeof 
diuers hundred thousands liues^and laftly fuch 
inceflant &c vninterrupted befeiging & takinge 
of* great Citties and townes with effuiion (for the 
moll part ) of much innocent blood of weomen 
and children i and all this originally and princi- 
pally for matter of Religion ; I fay in vaine & 
molt iniuriouily haue all thefe attempts and acti- 
ons beene vndcrtaken, if the difagrcement in 
Religio , for which they are vndertaken between 
Catholikes &. Proteflants) were of that reconci- 
leable nature, as that the profelTours on both 
fides ( notwithstanding their dnicriity of faith ) 
might loyntly be faucd . 

20. W hat can we now reply here to in behalfc 
of our Newtralilts ? Shall we fay , that the moil 
learned men of all Religions, the Kings,Pnnccs, 
States, and all their fubiects of all Chniiendomc, 
were and ilih arc actually madd , and out of' their 
icnfes , in managing thefe their deplorable at- 
temptes for Religion; and that ourali reconci- 
ling and peaceable Newtralilts iwho through his 
pliable ileme of difpolition in thefe fpintuall 
matters , is become in kindred, as aboue is tou- 
ched , 
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touched, of the halfe blood with the Atheift, and 
who is commonly deprehended to want learning 
grace , and vertue ) is peculiarly enlightened by 
God in fettingdowne what articles of fayth arc 
only neceifary to mans faluation,and what arc 
to be reputed, but as acceiTary, and offmaller 
importance . ? To fuch ftraitcs ( we lee) is the de- 
fence of the former doctrine driuen vnto. Seeing 
therefore this doctrine, of our Omnijidians , or 
Nullifidians (for indeed \v4tile they feernc to allow 
all Religions, they take away all Religion) is en- 
eompailed on all fides with to many notorious 
abfurdityes {as arc difplayed in this Chapter ) & 
feeing it cannot be true, except there be aretro- 
gradacion of all matters heere on earth, and a 
turning of the world ( as they fay > vpfide downe, 
that is , except the moft learned become moft 
madd, and the moft ignorant, moft wife . And 
except truth in doctrine be neccilarily to be ac- 
companyed with infinite groflc abfurdityes , and 
crrour and faifehood fortifyed and countcnaun- 
ced with ftorc of proofes both diainc & humane, 
as if God did purpofcly lay trappes toenfnarc 
mans iudgment . Therefore, fincc iuch compor- 
tement and carriage of things, is notfutable and 
correspondent to Gods prouidence and charity 

X towards 
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towardes mankind, ieteuery man ( who rhinketh 
he hath a foulc to fauc or loofc ) vndoubtedly af- 
furc himfelfc, that there is but one true fay th or 
religion, wherein he may auayleably expeel: fal- 
uation ; and that this fayth of" Chrift ( wherewith 
the fbule is clothed ) is like to the incoafutiblc 
garment of Chrift ,both being incapable of di- 
lution, renting, or partition , 

2 1 . Now for the greater illuftration of this 
point, by way of fimihaade, and as tending to- 
wards the clofure of this treatife . Imagine thata 
man pretendeth right and title to certainc lands, 
and takcth aduife of all the learned Lawyers and 
Counfailours of the whole Rcalmc,to whomc he 
showeth all his euidences^of which fomc do cary 
a title only in groffe and in general; others prone 
a more particuler and more reftrayned right to 
the fayd lands; Imagine further > that vpon the 
diligent perufall of the euidences, the ioynt con- 
tent 8c iudgments of all the fayd Lawyers, mould 
after their longe and ferious demurs , confpire 
in this one point , to wit, that for the recoucring 
and obtayning of the fayd lands, the foreshewed 
euidences in generall are not only fufEcient; fee- 
ing diuers other me not hauing any true intercft 
in the lands, may neuerchelefTe infill: and vrge 

their 
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their like general clayme ; but that with the help 
of the fayd common euidences, he mult more 
punctually rely (for the gayningof his prefumed 
inheritance ) vpon other more particulcr and 
peribnall cuidences , and affignements . Now all 
thefe learned Counfailours agreeing in this fen- 
tence, and fortifying their iudgments hcerein 
with their oAne experience in the like cafe i with 
the new Reports warranting the fame ; with the 
authorityes of all the ancient, learned, and reuc* 
rend Judges before them • and laftly with the co- 
formity of reafon confirming noleife . If here 
now fome one Empsnck Atturney, or other fskil- 
full only by a little experience , in making a No> 
uermt imiuerji 'i?c. should fteppe forth ("armed 6- 
Jy with impudency and ignorance; and should 
pronounce the forciavd fen ten cc of all thefe lear- 
ned fages to be ralfc , and that the party preten- 
ding right to the fayd iandes , were furc by his 
gencrall title and euidencesonly toobtaincthe 
(ame^-all other his more particuler cuidences, 
being but vnnccciTary &, necdlcffe therto , who 
might not iuftly contcmnc, Sc rciect the cenfurc 
of [uch a fellow 'Grcou Id not the party clayming 
the foref iyd inheritance 5 be worthily reprehen- 
ded, if by abandoning the grauc couniailc of the 

X 7. learned 
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learned Lawyers, & following the aduife of this 
ignorant man, he should finally loofe all clayme s 
tide, and poffibility to his fayd inheritance ■? 

ti . Our cafe is heere the fame. We all pre- 
tend right to the inheritance of the Kingdome 
ofheauen (for we read : Cozomm ~oit<Qt>reparauit 
Dormms diligentibusfe) Our title in gencrall ther- 
to, is our beliefe in the Trinity, the Incarnation, 
the Paflion &.c- ( the beliefe wherof is neceffary , 
but not fufficientj All eminent men for learning 
(f)oth Cathoiiks and Proteitants,) do prouc from 
the Scriptures ,• from the authority of Codes 
Church j from the nature of herefy, from the de- 
finition of true fayth, and from diuers other rea- 
fons and principles aboue expreited,that no man 
canattainetothisheauenly inheritance, by bc- 
lieuing only the former fundamcntall pointes of 
Chnftianity , if fo he haue not fat leaft implicit- 
ly ) a true and particuler fayth of all other leffe 
principall points of Chriftian Religion . Now 
commeth heerca diffolute, gamnelelfe, and left- 
handed fellow, not practifed in any kind of good 
literature ( for it is obferued,that al our molt for- 
ward Ncwtralifts are men for the moft part voyd 
of learning, venue, & conference ) whoperemp 
torily out of his Pithagorian ebayre ( that is, with- 
out 
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out proofe ) tcacheth,that a beliefe in generall of 
the articles of the Trinity, Incarnation, Pafllon, 
&c.doth only neceilarily conduce to mans falua- 
tion, and that the doctrines of Purgatory, Free- 
will, Reall prcfcnce, and other contouerfies be- 
tweene the Catholikcs and Proteftants, are not 
in any fort neceffary to the purchafing of our e- 
tcrnall inheritance and wel fare - y bu t are to be re- 
puted ( with reference to that end ) points indif- 
ferent, vnauayleable, needelcfle,and as the greek 
phrafc is : Pareria, or by-matters . Who would 
not heere commiferate the folly & ignorance of 
fuch a man, but efpecially pitty the poorefbules 
Teduced by foe blind a guide ? 

THE CONCLUSION a 

CHAP. XVI. 

HItherto, good Reader it is /ufneient- 
ly, I hope., demonftrated, that euery Reli- 
gion, though profeffing the name of Chrilt, and 
beleeuing in the Trinity, the Incarnation, & the 
like fundamental! points of Chriitian Fayth, if 
their beliefe in other, fecondary and leffe princi- 
pall pointes be erroneous, cannot prom ife to it 
felfe any fecurity of faluation j and cpnfequently 

X3 thai 
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that the controucrtcd articles at this day between 
Catholikes and Protectants touching Purgatory, 
Freewill, Praying to Saints, Sacrifice &c.are of 
that great importance , as that the profeflburs of 
both lides C to vfe the phrafe of a Bleffed Martyr 
in the fame cafe' Fnum c&lum cohere. KO&poteft.Qnc 
heaucn cannot containe „ It now remaynech to 
show,that feeing at this day there arc originally, 
but two different religions among Christians, to 
wit, the Catholikc Religion and the Protelbnt, 
(within which is included all its branches & del- 
cendents ) whether the Catholikc or Proteftant 
Religion is that wherin a man may be faued: But 
feeing this fubieel: is molt learnedly and paine- 
fully entreated of by many Catholike wry tcrs, 
who from all authorities both diuine and hu- 
mane,hauc irrefragably euictcd the truth of their 
owne religion, and falfehood of the Proccftants 
profeflionj and confecjuently that in the Catho- 
like, not in the Proteftant faith, the foules eter- 
nal! /aluation is to be purchafed : therfore I do 
remit the Reader for his greater iatisfactio ther- 
in, to the perulall of the (aid books, and particu- 
lcrly to the ftudying (rather then to the reading) 
of that mod elaborate, learned, vnanfwereable, 
and gauling worke of the protcftants Apolo- 
gy 
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gic of the Roman Churchc. 

2 . Only before I heerc end, I rauft make 
bould tp put hira in remembrance, with what 
the Protectant Religion in this treatife ( though 
but cafually andincidcntly j is raoft truly chard- 
ged i to wit, firft with particulcr condemnations 
patted vpon diuers of its cheifeft articles,euen by 
the feuerall fentences and iudgments of the pri- 
mitiue Church , and that therforc thoic doctri- 
nes Co condemned, and yet after defended with 
all froward pertinacity againft the Church of 
God , are not only therby difcouercd for plaine , 
and manifeft hercfles , but furthermore both im- 
plicitcly by the teftimony of holy fcripture , as 
alio by the definition of Herefy abouc expreffed. 
Secondly , that the doctrinall (peculations & po- 
iitionsofthcProteftants faith doe fbrceibly im- 
pell the willes of fuch as beleiue them, to all vice, 
liberty and fcnfiiality . Thirdly, that God out of 
the infinite abyfle of his Iuftice, hath punished 
cuen in this worlde, ( as earned giucn of far gre- 
ater punishmet in the world to come) with molt 
fearcfull, vnnaturall and prodigions deathes, the 
iirffc inuentours in our age and promulgators of 
she faid doctrines • and fuch deaths, as his diuinc 
snaieffy is accuftomed to fend to his profeflcd 

enncmyes, 
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(d fact- ctinemics . Fourthly, that Proteftancy is torne 
mus epif. a (under with intcftinc diuiilos, diucrs profeffors 
vtnZ °* lt > cnar dg m g their brethren profeflburiwith 
qujtcfide Hcreiie, and difpayring of thefc future faluati- 

nomine q^. 

25. From all which wc may infalliby conclu- 
(d)ifa.i : de,that except Herefy, diflolution of manners 3 
dedlntl* raoft infamous & miierable deaths and diiagree- 
Engitsb ments in doctrine between one 6c the fame ie £b a 
£' Wf * , be pood difpfitions and meanes to purchafe hea» 

alio 1? 76 or IT 

c/rk V- uen,the Proteftant Religion can neuer bring her 
1™"C a ' h bcleiuers thcrto. What then remaineth^but that, 
c\mrcb , "who will expect laluarion, should fecke it only in 
or fayth the Catholike Church ? it being that Arke, ere- 
cted by our fecond Noe within wiiich who vercu- 
0) rfJ. oully liue^are exempted from that vniuerfall de- 
\'°'j X J lu^e of eternal! damnation . For only in this 

pounded fc> , ( J. 

of the Church is profeiled and taught that faitn , to 
churches ^^ by \ on a C preferi prion ,& a continued hand 
Uty by the of time,is peculicrly afcribed the name Catbolikei 
forejayd Qatbohcum k c ) tsivd nee Marnonem > nee Apellem , nee 
Biii"/. Montdmmfumitantbores.Th.it fayth is, which was 
l 57&- prophecyed to be of chat dilating and fpreading 
( f )p r J nawiCj as chat, to it all (<0 Nations shall Jtoyp, and 
r z . yebicb shall bane, the \^ end of the earth for itspojfefe- 
\g) Lv - C - onfromjiaj ) to fea i beginning (g) at lUerufalem a- 

wong 



6}uinoncredit 3 condemnabitur, T6p 

mong al Nations. That fayth, the Profefters wher- CO D ** * 
of shalbc a ( h ) Kingdome^ that shall neuer be defiroy- z w £ ch - u 
ed, but shallfiandfor euer , contrary to the short cur- included 
rents of all herefies . Of which S . Auguftine thus J^J^j 
writtcth : Many herefes are allready dead, they hone the cbur- 
contmued their liredtne.aslmze as they Were able ■ chen " th ' 

J ' A . ' > out mter- 

Noyp they are runne out y and their riuers are aryed ru?*>n. 
tvp; The memory ofthem t that euer they iverejsfcarce f , , 
extant : That faith , the members whereof in re- 57 . : J * 
gard of their euer viiibie eminency, are filled by , 
the holy Ghoft, AV) rnountaine prepared in the top hereby' 
of mount aints , and exalted about aliHilles • with re- « prouei 
.rerencc whcrtoC to wit, in refpeel: of the Chur- Jjj/^J 
ches continual!^) visibility) the afbrefaide S.vifibiiiy. 
Auguftine coparcth it to a tabernacle placed in the , 

funne . That faith, whofe vnion in doctrine both 9 '.\n ep '. 
among the members therof, and with their head, ^^.ua. 
is euen celebrated by Gods holy writte • fince the 
Church of God is therefore called, One ( m ) body , (*0r«k. 
onefpoufe, and one sheepe-fould : which preuiledge z ^.'um 
S . Hicromc acknowledgeth by his owne fubmif- xo.whtch 
(ion in thefc wordes: I W do confbtiate or njmte my? !aiesd< ! e 

prone the 

felfc in communis icith the chayre ofPeten I knoyp the churches 
Church to be builded n:pon that Rocke i ychofoeuer doth vnit J- 
eate the lambc out of this houfe, is become prophane : tytpft. 
That. faith for the greater confirmation wherof, * d D * m * 

Y God 1 """'- 
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k». m God hath Vouchfafcd to dihoint the fetied conrfe 
" rfc jr* .of nature , by working of diucrs ftupendious and 
sauiour altonishing miraaf s 3 according to thole wordes 
wtkttb f our Sauiour : Goe (°) preach you , cure the jicke t 
marks of ratfe the dead, cleanfe the leapers, cafl out Diuels . A 
true faith prerogatiue (o powerfull & efficacious with S, 
Vhurcbe. duguitine, that he exprcflely thus confeffeth of 
himfelfe: Miracles (?) are amongst thofe other things, 
(P) Tow - yokich moH luHly haue houlden me in the Churches bo. 

. contra -^ 

tfiii.Ma-fome , To conclude ( omitting diuers other cha- 
mtbe. 4. rafters ( as I may tearme them ) or fignes of the 
(<j) Deuu true fay th ) that fay th, which is of that force, as 
i i.wbid) to extort teftimony and warrant for it felfe, cuen 
dude the ™m its capitall and deiigned ennemyes, aniwe- 
confefsion rably to that : Our (°b God is not as their Gods are } 
u'rfai our mmm y es are euen "witnejfes . Whereunto the 
to be a Proteftants heerein feeme to yeald, fince no lefle 
me of f rom thejj- owne ( r ) practife , then from their 
acknowledgement & in wordes, they afcribe to 
(r)Thisis our j^otnaoL f a yth. the hope of faluadon . To 

f rotted m J * r 

that Tro- this 

tejiants do not rebaptiz.e infants or thildren of Catholike Parents afore baptized . 
Ntic theft infAtits are baptised, in the f^yth of their parents (as all children are bjr 
the doctrine of all learned Protefiams) But if this fay th of Catholike parents befuf- 
ftient, for the faluation of their children dying baptized therein ^ tbeu much more is 
i: fufficient for the faluation of the Parents themfdues, fince it is moftabfurdtofay, 
that the Catholike fay th of. parents^should be auatle able for their children or infants 
dying baptized therein? and yet not auayle able for the Parents . (s) See tlmeef 
D. Some in his defence againft Peary pag- 182. and D . Couell m his defence of id . 
Hookers fine bookjs of Eccleftafttcall poUtcy pag. 77 . 
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this faith then, good Reader, with an indubious 
alTent, adhere thou both liuing and dying . Flye 
Newtralifme in doctrine , as the bane of all Re- 
ligion j Flye Proteftancy, as the bane of Chrifts @ Epft . 
true Religion, and fay with (t) Pacianus : ChriHia- <** spu- 
rns mibi nomen es~t,Catholicus <vero cognomen: Mud me Jjjj^~ 
nuncupat, iHud me oflendit . A QhriUian is my name , 
a Cathohke my furname : that doth denominate me y 
this doth demonstrate me . 

The contents of the Chapters. 

THat a man, 7vho bdeiueth in the Trinity \thelncama* 
tion, the pafiion isfcandyet bekiueth not al other arti- 
cles of Chriftianfaitl)- y cannot befaued ; Andfirfi of the defi~ 
nition of Herefie, and of an Heretike . J>ag # p. 

2 The fore/ay d -verity proued from the holy Scripture ,p. 1 5 

3 The fame proued from the definition , nature andproprie- 
tie or <vnity of faith . pag .20. 

4. The fame proued from the '%>antof<imhitmfaithe,,be+ 
Ftoeene the Catholikes and the Protestant s } touching "the Arti- 
cles of the Creede . And from that, that the Cathohke & Pro- 
tefiant ) do agree in the belief e ofdiuet „ articles necejj'arily to be 
beleeuedy and yet not exprejfed in the creed. pag . 3 3 • 

5 . The fame made emdentfro the like ypant of<~vnity in faith 
henoeene the Catholike and the Proteftant, in articles neceffa- 
ry to be beleiued, andyet not exprejfed m the creed, pag. 48, 

Yz 6 a Th 



The contents of the Chapters . 
6 . The fame potted from the authority or print ledge of Gods 
church in not erring^ either m her definitions of faith , or con* 
damnation ofHerefies, andfirjl by councdls % pag, $6* 

7 Thepme proued from the like infallible authority of 
the church m not erring jnainfefied from the teflfflouiei of par*. 
nculer Fathers . pag, 6 j a 

8 € . Theforefaid truth euicledfrom (bat principle, that nei- 
ther Heretikts i nor Schtfmatikes t arc ttii&bas of the church of 
God. pag.0*,, 

o t The fame proued from arguments dnm>iiepow reafon c 

pag. 90, 

to. The fame proued from the different effects Gfcathohka 

Religion and proteHancy touching ^virtue andnjice. pag, 102 . 

11. The fame ^verity proued from the f care full deaths of 
tbefirft broachers of proteHancy. pag» » 1 > * 

12. The fame confirmed from the doctrine of ' recujamy t 
taught by cathohkes and Protectants . pag. 1 1 ? 

1 3 . The fame man/f efl ed from the, Writings of the Catholiks 
and Protectants jzciprocally chardgir.g one another "frith here* 
fy . And from the tnfurrcclions, Tfurrcs } and rebellions begunm 
vnly for Religion . pag, r2.-; 9 

14 8 The fame proued from the Pret?fiants t mutual!y coniU 
\ting mt another of here jy . pag . 1 3 1 

1 5 Lajtty the fame 'demonstrate d front the many abfur dines 
necejsarily accompanying the contrary dobl-rim . pag. 142. 

i<3. The conclufion . pag. r6$, 

FINIS, 



